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“ The armed struggle 15 like the beacon that guides the 
ships closer to the island's shore during the night. The night 
represents the reformism and electoralism that blinds and 
confuses the people. 

The armed struggle helps the independence movement 
navigate these waters, avoiding the dangerous reefs and 
arriving at their final destination-independence and socialism.” 

ALBERTO RODRIGUEZ, 
PUERTO RICAN PRISONER OF WAR 
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STATEMENT BY THE 
3 PUERTO RICAN 
РОМ. 


On Saturday, August 20, 


1983, the National Committee 


to Free Puerto Rican Prisoners of War mobilized hundreds of 
people to denounce the inhuman treatment of Puerto Rican 
Prisoners of War, Alejandrina Torres, Alberto Rodriguez and 


Edwin Cortes. 
POW's was read that day. 


We realize that the com- 
munication between ourselves 
and our people has not been 
what it should be. This of 
course, has helped the enemy. 
They are responsible for the 
lack of communication and 
they use this for their own be- 
nefit. How far from the truth 
they are! Since our capture 
on June 29th and even under 
the barbarous conditions in 
which we are held, they still 
do not understand that they 
are not merely dealing with 
members of a clandestine revo- 
lutionary organization but 
rather with a combative peo- 
ple who have resisted the illegal 
yankee occupation of our 
homeland. They can not un- 
derstand our resistance and 
strength. It isas Haydeé Torres 
has said, “this country does 
not know how to deal with 
the spirit of a revolutionary 
people in arms.” This country 
only knows avarice, pillage, 


The following statement written by the 3 


and brute force in order to 
maintain its “representative 
democracy”. They can even 
stretch their tentacles further 
to make their chains felt 
psychologically and physically. 
But they will not succeed in 
Puerto Rico. This victory will 
only belong to the people who 
struggle with dignity, determi- 
nation and right, using every 
means at their disposal. 

This right is ours and is 
guaranteed by the international 
laws that affirm that coloni- 
alism is a crime. Every country 
subjected to this method of 
modern day slavery has the 
right to combat this crime with 
tooth and nail if necessary. 
Every conscious Puerto Rican 
with historical dignity and 
patrimonial concern is а ро- 
tential conspirator and must 
be so by human nature. 

For these reasons, this 
government does not have the 
authority to try us for exer- 
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cising a right that corresponds 
to us. They are the guilty ones. 
They are the criminals. They 
are the ones who abuse power. 
Their so-called democracy is 
just a ruse so that the empire 
can use one of their most 
effective tools, the one our 
people are vulnerable against - 
the elections. 

True democracy is consti- 
tuted by people with a free 
national consciousness. It is 
neither imported nor exported. 
It is structured qualitatively, 
responding to the aspirations 
and historical necessities of a 
people. 

This country has no right 
to judge us. Thatright belongs 
to the Puerto Rican people. 
Our activity in the revolutio- 
nary process makes the enemy 
tremble. It makes them ner- 
vous because although they do 
not want to accept it, they 
must realize that they are the 
ones who are on trial, and 
this revolutionary justice is be- 
ing carried out by the armed 
‘clandestine branch of our 
Puerto Rican national con- 
sciousness. The enemy can 
not penetrate them, because 
every Puerto Rican represents 
a threat, a potential conspira- 
tor against yankee imperialism 
wherever it may be. The 
enemy will not be able to deal 
with this. The only relief that 


yankee imperialism enjoys is 
through the elections and the 
pseudo-democratic institutions 
that only serve imperialism and 
not the people. They only 
serve to crush our peoples 
genuine aspirations such as the 
student and workers struggle 
and the struggle of the people 
of Vieques. They even want 
to smash our noble indepen- 
dence struggle. 

We reaffirm that we are 
combatants in a struggle for 
liberty. А struggle that has 
continued from the time of 
Spanish colonialism to thc 
yankee imperialism that 
drowns us today. This struggle 
was initiated by Betances, 
continued by the Puerto Rican 
people and will endure until 
we achieve the independence 
of our country. 

The struggle for the inde- 
pendence of our country is 
not open for discussion or ne- 
gotiation. Our struggle can 
not be waged in the pseudo- 
democratic institutions that 
suppress it. It must be waged 
from the trenches of our 
oppressed people. 

We assert our right to be 
tried before an international 
body. The U.S. has no right 
to try us, they do not have the 
integrity to judge a people who 
resist and combat their ter- 
rorism. 
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THE PHENOMENON OF 
THE “MORAL MAJORITY” 
AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

FASCISM IN THE U.S. 


The phenomenon of the fun- 
damentalist religious sects; their 
proliferation and penetration in- 
to political spheres, is an issue 
that must be studied very care- 
fully. First, because they are ul- 
tra-conservative and exhibit fas- 
cist tendencies; second, because 
they are based in the United 
States; third, because they serve 
as an instrument to deviate pub- 
lic opinion and obscure the fun- 
damental problems in this coun- 
try and Latin America; and fi- 
nally, because they are the base 
from which yankee imperialism 
exerts its complete hegemony in 
the Caribbean, Central and South 
America. 

With the rise of that lunatic 
tin horn cowboy, Reagan, to the 
Presidency in 1980, the funda- 
mentalist sects demonstrated as 
never before, their organizational 
capacity and political savvy. 
These groups selected such issues 
as the right-to-life campaign, na- 
tional defense, anti-feminism, the 
instruction of the “creation” the- 
ory and prayers in the public 
schools, and integrated them into 











the Republican platform and 
Reagan’s campaign. At the same 
time, they proclaimed themselves 
the “Moral Majority”. 

They opened their coffers 
and used their propaganda - thou- 
sands of hours of air time broad- 
casting religious programs over 
the radio and television - to take 
their political campaign to the 
most remote part of the nation, 
Their campaign was so strong 
and effective, that it even threat- 
ened the yankee bourgeoisie’s li- 
beral image. Joe McCarthy’s Ш- 
fated campaign of the 1950' fell 
short in comparison to that of 
the Moral Majority in the 1980's. 

In collaboration with the 
P.A.C.S. (Political Action Com- 
mittees) of the multi-national 
corporations, the fundamentalists 
were able to generate sufficient 
funds and influence to destroy 
political liberals such as Frank 
Church, George McGovern, and 
Morris Udall. This relationship 
and collaboration betweeen the 
fundamentalists and the multi- 
national corporations exposes 
the real power behind the reli- 
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gious sects and their beneficiaries. 
It is obvious that their campaign 
has made it easy for the ultra- 
conservatives to gain predomi- 
nance in U.S. national policy. 
Thercin lies the potential to make 
fascism this country's prevalent 
ideology. 

Although these religious sects 
are relatively small, their exten- 
sive use of television and radio 
programs make their influence 
wide-spread. Jerry Falwell, Jo- 
seph Smith, Oral Roberts and 
others within the “electronic 
inistry” have a captive audience 
of millions. Another example is 
that of the billionaire Hunt bro- 
thers, who broadcast religious 
programs 24 hours a day and 
send their recordings to people 
all over the world. 

The political strategy of these 
sects not only consists of sup- 
porting right-wing politics, but 
also attacking progressive persons 
and institutions within the eccle- 
siastic structure. Ultimately, the 
most flagrant example has been 
its attack on the National Council 
of Churches. The fundamentalists 
have made the N.C.C. the target 
of their degenerate campaign. 

The National Council of 
Churches is an ecumenical insti- 
tution that stands out for its 
support of progressive causes. 
They have been in the forefront 
of all the religious institutions 
that have offered support to the 





liberation struggles on the Afri- 
can continent. The fundamenta- 
lists want to destroy the N.C.C. 
principally because they want to 
stop the assistance that the N.C.C. 
has afforded the revolutionary 
movements in Azania and Nami- 
bia. As part of its vile campaign 
to destroy the N.C.C., the funda- 
mentalists have accused the 
Council of being a bastion of 
communists. 

Not long ago, the Council of 
Catholic Bishops denounced the 
inhuman and dangerous prolifer- 
ation of nuclear arms and at- 
tempted to publish а pastoral 
letter demanding a freeze on nu- 
clear armaments. Because such a 
letter would go against Pentagon 
and Wall St. policy, the Reagan 
administration mobilized a fun- 
damentalist delegation headed by 
the Lehman brothers (David, Jo- 
seph and Christopher) from the 
Pentagon, and T.R. Jones (the 
imbecile who stated that the U.S. 
could survive a nuclear attack as 
long as there were enough shovels 
to dig holes) to dissuade the Bis- 
hops to assure that the letter 
would not adversely affect na- 
tional policy. 

If the fundamentalists have 
been successful in the U.S., they 
have been victorious in Central 
America; especially in Guatemala. 
After the government take-over 
in March, Guatemala was con- 
verted into a mecca of funda- 
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mentalism. Immediately after 
General Efrain Ruiz Montt took 
control of the country, he an- 
nounced that his rise to power 
had been a mandate from God. 
Afterward, when the massacres 
of indigenous people and opposi- 
tion members began, he again 
stated that he was following 
God’s orders. The atrocities 
committed today by General Ruiz 
Montt in the name of God, are 
worse than the massacres carried 
out by the Spanish Conquistadors 
in the name of the Catholic 
Church, 

General Ruiz Montt, who is a 
“born again christian” stated 
that he has received millions of 
dollars from U.S, fundamentalists 
and expects to receive a billion 
dollars from the moral majority 
to continue his “christian work.” 
This “work” entails massacring 
thousands of Guatemalans more. 

Ministers from the “Christian 
Churches of the World” such as 
the North American Erskine Holt, 
are Ruiz Montt’s constant com- 
panions, and their missionaries 
accompany the general’s soldiers 
on their military operations. 
According to a 17 year old Gua- 
temalan soldier who recently 
toured the U.S. and Mexico, the 
missionaries who accompany the 
soldiers participate in the massa- 
cres. 

In El Salvador, the funda- 
mentalist missionaries defend the 


politics of the Salvadorean right- 
wing. Their message to the pea- 
sants is one of passivity and 
acceptance of the status quo. 
Meanwhile, they urge the peasants 
to tàke up arms against thc 
guerrillas. Once again the 
“moral majority” has contributed 
economically to the Salvadorean 
right-wing. В 
In Nicaragua, the Sandinista 
government has had to expell 
hundreds of North American 
missionaries because of their 
counter-revolutionary activity. 
In the specific case of the Meskito 
Indians, the Sandinista govern- 
ment has proven that the mission- 
aries were C.I.A. agents whose 
only purpose in Nicaragua was to 
create dissention and de-stabilize 
the revolutionary government. 
The fundamentalist sect within 
the Catholic Church has also been 
part of the C.LA.'s dirty work. 
Latin America's importance 
to the fundamentalists grows 
daily. Тһе Mormons recently 
announced that they intend to 
invest millions of dollars to 
establish their missionaries in the 
Caribbean and Latin America. 
Their missions will serve a dou- 
ble purpose: to carry out reli- 
gious work and stop communism. 
They have already sent 75 
missionaries to Puerto Rico. 
Their presence in Puerto Rico is 
an attack against Puerto Rican 
nationalism, being that the Mor- 
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mons view our homeland as an 
integral part of the U.S. Тһе 
Mormons have even declared their 
support for the annexation of 
Puerto Rico. 

The fundamentalist sects іп 
Latin America are doing the 
same things they have done in the 
U.S. For example they are at- 
tacking progressive elements 
within the ecclesiastic structures. 
Their targets have been the 
Council of Churches and the fol- 
lowers of the liberation theology. 
As a result of this policy, the 
conservative Catholic elements 
have accelerated its charismatic 
programs to counter the progress 
made by the progressive priests. 
It has gone so far that the pope 
has announced that he will visit 
Nicaragua only if the priests 
within the Sandinista govern- 
ment renounce their positions. 

The situation is so serious 
that some Latin American theo- 


logists have denounced the pene- 
tration of these fundamentalist 
sects in Latin America because 
they understand that they are 
part of yankee imperialism's stra- 
tegy for total hegemony in that 
region. They intend to break the 
cultural wall and establish the 
base for fascist ideology in the 
U.S. The yankees know well that 
they economically control Latin 
America, but the cultural resis- 
tance does not permit them abso- 
lute control. Now, with the 
work carried out by the funda- 
mentalists in Guatemala, the 
yankees have a good role model 
to follow. Therefore, every La- 
tin American and progressive 
North American must be con- 
scious of the phenomenon of 
these fundamentalist sects be- 
cause they are the strong hold of 
imperialism and the ideological 
bastion of fascism. 


OSCAR LOPEZ-RIVERA 
Puerto Rican Prisoner of War 


Leavenworth Federal Penitentiary, 


Leavenworth, Kansas 
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THE 
IMPOSSIBLE 


CRIME 


Alejandrina Torres, Edwin 
Cortés, Alberto and José Ro- 
dríguez, all four Puerto Rican, 
are charged, by the federal 
court in Chicago, of a crime 
that is impossible to com- 
mit. No Puerto Rican can 
be charged with the crime 
of seditious conspiracy. 

Puerto Ricans can not be 
seditious. When the South 
rose in arms against the fe- 
deral government during the 
Civil War, they were sedit- 
tious. The citizens of Ver- 
mont, Pennsylvania or Ма5- 
sachusetts would be seditious 
if they took up insurrection 
in order to separate themsel- 
ves from the federal state, 
in violation of the consti- 
tution which doesn't recog- 
nize secession. 

Since the right to secede is 
not granted to any provinces 
of the federal state, called 
“state”, the uprisings of 1862 
were seditious, as would be 
those of Maine and Georgia 
if they were to take place 
today. 


But we Puerto Ricans 
can not be seditious; regard- 
less of how much we cons- 
pire, how much we do то 
free ourselves from yankee 
imperialism, because we are 
not part of the federal state. 
We are a separate country, 
a Latin American Nation mili- 
tarily occupied by the United 


States. It is through this 
occupation that an ignomi- 
nious, anti-historical, vicious, 


condemnable and condemned 
colonization wa 
continues to be imposed. This 
colonization is condemned to 
disappear. 

Women like Alejandrina 
Torres and men like Edwin 
Cortés, Alberto Rodríguez and 
José Rodriguez will make it 
disappear, exercising their na- 
tural right to struggle for the 
independence of Puerto Rico 
with the means, regardless of 








how violent the F.B.I. makes 
them out to be, that their 
patriotism has given them 


to choose from. We further 
insist that the level of vio- 
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lence used by these four 
revolutionaries from Chicago, 
or any other Puerto Rican in 
Puerto Rico or the United 
States does not matter, be- 
cause we are not seditious. 
The right to use verbal persua- 
sion or violent persuasion 
in our struggle for indepen- 
dence, is ours, both in the 
occupied national territory 
as well as in enemy territory- 
the United States. This right 
will be used until the United 
States recognizes the indepen- 
dence of Puerto Rico and as 
long as there exists even 
one Puerto Rican with enough 
patriotic shame to knock on 
the door of the President of 
the United States; spray Con- 
gress with patriotic lead, 
dynamite Fraunces Tavern, 
try to blow up the military 
bases in Chicago, ambush in 
Sabana Seca, burn the planes 
at Base Muniz, or I don’t 
know, whatever else may occur 
to the patriotic Puerto Rican. 
But the trial against com- 
pañera Alejandrina and her 
three compañeros has another 
meaning as well. It demon- 
strates the failure of the 
Federal Grand Jury against 
independence activists. 
Although the subpoenaing 
of Carlos Noya and Federico 
Cintrón in Puerto Rico to 
face charges of criminal con- 


tempt before the Federal 
Grand Jury in Brooklyn, N.Y. 
creates a great deal of public 
outcry, the independence 
movement’s resistance to the 
Federal Grand Jury has forced 
the government to admit their 
impotence. 

It is in Chicago, clearly, 
and in the case of these com- 
pañeros, that the FBI admit- 
ted their insufficiency in the 
use of the Federal Grand 
Juries against the indepen- 
dence movement, Ву refus- 
ing to collaborate with the 
Grand Jury, and by being 
willing to face the lengthy pri- 
son terms which this entails, 
independence activists have 
extremely limited the efficacy 
of the Grand Jury. 

This is"how the FBI sees 
and expresses it in Chicago. 
This is why, instead of calling 
Alejandrina Torres, Edwin 
Cortés, Alberto and José Ro- 
driguez to testify before the 
Grand Jury, thus ensuring 
their imprisonment for up to 
18 months on charges of 
civil contempt and no one 
knows how many for cri- 
minal contempt, the FBI falls 
back on what? On charging 
them with a crime that is im- 
possible for a Puerto Rican to 
commit - sedition! The com- 
rades are prisoners. They arc 
prisoners held in terrible con- 
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ditions- The situation in which 
Alejandrina Torres is held 
would outrage anyone with 
feeling. They will continue 
to be prisoners because this 
is the part they are to play 
in order to continue advanc- 


ing the struggle for our 
nation's independence. Ме 
place four red Puerto Rican 
roses at their feet - only 
because we can not give them 
4 machine guns! 
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ON THE 
SEPARATION 
WITHIN THE 

M.L.N. 


Out of an understanding 
of our common historical con- 
ditions, and of our common 
need to develop a united front 
against the attacks by U.S. re- 
pressive agencies (i.e. FBI, and 
Grand Jury), in 1977, a group 
of Mexican and Puerto Rican 
activists launched one of the 
most unique political experi- 
ments-the creation of ап 
organization with a clear revo- 
lutionary, anti-imperialist vi- 
sion. This organization was 
the Movimiento de Liberación 
Nacional (MLN). Since that 
time, Mexican and Puerto Ri- 
cans have worked under one 
organizational structure, and 
have mounted some of the 
most far reaching campaigns 
against political repression, in 
support of armed struggle as a 
legitimate and necessary stra- 
tegy against colonialism, and 
in support of captured freedom 
fighters and political prisoners. 
These struggles have been par- 
ticularly channeled through 
two committees -- the National 
Committee to Free Puerto Ri- 


can Prisoners of War, and the 
National Committee Against 
Repression. 

We have built a small, but 
consequential national orga- 
nization, whose influence is 
felt on many levels. This dis- 
pite the fact that a few months 
after our foundation much of 
our national leadership was in- 
carcerated for upholding a 
principle which today serves as 
a guiding light for many revo- 
lutionaries and for our masses- 
the principle of non-collabora- 
tion with repressive agencies, 
particularly the Grand Jury. 
Тһе upholding of this position 
has led the U.S. attorney 
Harmon in Brooklyn, New 
York to declare, “Never be- 
fore has there been such a 
concerted effort to stop an 
investigation. We have not 
ага ame step forward.” 

Our work has impacted 
not only our respective com- 
munities, but also the thinking 
of thé Puerto Rican, Mexican 
and North American left. Our 
positions on the question of 
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the specificity of те U.S. 
imperialist and federalist state, 
and the question of internal 
colonialism, have led many to 
re-evaluate their visions of 
struggle within the U.S. It 
should be noted that our posi- 
tions on the question of soli- 
darity among the people of 
the oppressor nation — white 
North Americans - have led to - 
the creation of another nation- 
а body - the New Movement 
in Solidarity with the Puerto 
Rican and Mexican Revolu- 
tions. 

In the regions where the 
MLN's work is limited because 
we lack a physical presence, 
our journals (De Pie y En 
Lucha, La Patria es Una, Li- 
bertad, Conciencia Mexicana) 
do the organizing, Thou- 
sands of people across the U.S., 
Canada, Puerto Rico and Mex- 
ico have read our discussion 
papers, pamphlets, and books, 
including subscriptions to peo- 
ple in over 16 different coun- 
tries of Asia, Latin America, 
Europe and Africa. 

At the same time we have 
rooted ourselves in the hearts 
and minds of the radical base 
of our communities, we have 
reached out to many interna- 
tional bodies, including 
addressing the U.N. Committee 
on Decolonization on two 
occasions, and the submission 
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of a declaration of the vio- 
lation of human rights in Puer- 
to Rico to the International 
Association of Democratic 
Lawyers (LADC) in Malta. 

Our work has been so 
successful that one of the most 
important think tanks, the 
Rand Corporation, has issued 
a report noting the danger the 
MLN, as a united force of Puer- 
to Ricans and Mexicans, repre- 
sents to this system. Be- 
cause of this, the MLN today 
is one of the most politically 
persecuted organizations іп 
the United States. Four mem- 
bers of our national leadership 
are presently facing a three 
year sentence for criminal con- 
tempt, the first time in U.S, 
history this charge has been 
used in a political case. In the 
past two years, over 50 mem- 
bers and sympathizers have 
been arrested or detained by 
U.S. authorities оп unsub- 
stantiated charges. 

Despite these many ad- 
vancements, and others we 
will not enumerate, our orga- 
nization has faced many prob- 
lems; problems that arose out 
of our qualitative growth. We 
have, of course, faced many 
obstacles since our inception, 
but we have always been able 
to transform defeats into vic- 
tories. During the past year 
we have been engaged in a 
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very serious and thorough re- 
evaluation of our work. In 
our last national meeting we 
reached the conclusion that 
our organization has reached a 
level of political growth and 
maturity, that in actual fact, 
does not permit us to continue 
with the same organizational 
structure that has characterized 
it since its beginning. We have 
resolved to work towards the 
creation of two separate orga- 
nizations; one that will meet 
the political needs and aspira- 
tions of the Mexican Commis- 
sion, the Movimiento de Libe- 
ración Nacional Mexicano, and 
another that will address itself 
to the Puerto Ricans, the 
Movimiento de Liberación 
Nacional Puertorriqueno. 
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This position is а well 
thought out structural change 
which will permit us to inten- 
sify our work at the communi- 
ty level, and take away organi- 
zational constraints which 
may have hampered some of 
our work in the past. At the 
same time, we have agreed to 
create a consultative body that 
will continue to coordinate 
much of our work in those 
arcas where the need presents 
itself. 

With this change we are 
sure that our struggles can only 
move forward. 


LONG LIVE THE UNITY OF 
THE PUERTO RICAN AND 
MEXICAN REVOLUTIONA— 
RY STRUGGLES!!! 
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SOCIAL DEMOCRACY: 
NEW CAPITALIST PLOY 


No sooner had the writings 
of Karl Marx and Frederick 
Engels found their way to the 
working class of Eutope in the 
second half of the 19th 
Century than a number of 
bourgeois social thinkers began 
to revise socialism. These 
“philosophers” wrote numer- 
ous works under the guise 
of contributing to the devel- 
opment of socialist thought. 

There were Ferdinand Las- 
salle, Jean Jaures, Alexandre 
Millerand, Sydney Webb, and 
Eduard Bernstein. Their emer- 
gence responded to the 
needs of European capitalism 
to challenge Marx and Engels 
on their own grounds, since 
they had so thoroughly de- 
vastated the capitalist apolo- 
gists of the first half of the 
century. 

None of these revisionists 
have been as influential as 
Eduard Bernstein. A leader 
of the German Social Demo- 
crats, Bernstein first broke 
openly with Marx and Engels 
in 1896, over the question of 
the nature of capitalism, the 
working class, and the inevita- 
bility of a violent confronta- 
tion of the classes. 


His break with Marxist 
thought became a major ques- 
tion in Europe because both 
Bernstein and his Social Demo- 
cratic Party (GSD) not only 
survived the repressive at- 
tempts of the German govern- 
ment under Bismark, but led 
the GSD to the capture of one- 
third of all the votes cast in 
the German elections of 1890, 
polling 1.4 million votes, mak- 
ing it by far the largest and 
most successful socialist party 
in the world. 

Many in Europe identified 
the electoral success as well as 
the post-repression upsurge of 
the GSD with Bernstein's 
philosophy, first explained in 
detail in 1899, in his book, 

Die Voraussetzungen der So- 
cialismus und die Aufgaben 
del Sozialdemocracic, which 
was later translated into Eng- 
lish as “Evolutionary Social- 
m." 

It was during the great 
repression, in the decade of 
the 1880s, that Bernstein, a 
Marxist, found himself in 
England. While in exile, he 
came to know Sydney Webb 
and his Fabian Society and 
soon came to admire the 
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bourgeois argument they pre- 
sented that not only could 
sectors of the bourgeoisie 
be organized то socialism, 
but that the bourgeoisie it- 
self as a class was in constant 
change, had a conscience for 
social issues and thus could 
be convinced that it was in 
their best interest to solve 
the horrible social problems 
that beset the masses in 
Europe. Thus did Bernstein 
become in theory and prac- 
tice а class collaborationist. 

Bernstein around this time 
reached his first important 
conclusion: that the working 
class was “sunk in ignorance” 
and could not rise above it 
to organize and lead a party 
of the workers; that revolution 
cannot bring about social 
change, because its result is 
the destruction of all the 
bases of the economy and 
gives rise to the preeminence 
of barbarism; and that the 
bourgeoisie can be worked 
with, and under the influence 
of socialist thought, it can 
change. 

In tracing the “evolution- 
ary process” in his writings, 
Bernstein concluded that not 
only was revolution not іп- 
evitable, but that given the 
adaptability of the bourgeoisie, 
it was possible for the working 
class to become enlightened 


“ 
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under the bourgeoisie’s influ- 
ence and construct a society 
of socialism, through the sei- 
zure of power in a parliament- 
ary process. 

Accordingly, 
wrote: 


Bernstein 


. по one has questioned 
the necessity of the work- 
ing class to gain control of 
government. The point at 
issue із between theory of 
a social cataclysm and the 
question of whether with 
the given social develop- 
ment in Germany and the 
present advanced state of 
the working classes in the 
towns and the country, a 
sudden catastrophe would 
be desirable in the interest 
of social democracy. 


And so, less than 20 years 
after the beginning of the 
imperialist phase of capitalist 
development, the bourgeoisie 
had found an important apolo- 
gist. By the time that Bern- 
stein had died, in 1932, social 
democracy had helped Ше 
national bourgeoisies іп 
Europe to consolidate working 
class support for its national 
policies, and contributed to 
the long nights of the First 
World War, which saw workers 
fighting workers, social demo- 
crat fight social democrat, in 
the name of national salva- 
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tion. One year after Bern- 
stein's death in his native 
Germany, Adolph Hitler and 
his National Socialist Party 
came to power. 

Lenin, in his “The State 
and Revolution” described the 
consequences of Bernstein's 
social democracy as follows: 


the distortion and hushing 
up of the question of the 
relationship of the proleta- 
rian revolution to the state 
could not but play an im- 
mense role at a time when 
the states, with their mili- 
tary apparatus enlarged as 
a consequence of imperia- 
list rivalry, became trans- 
fixed into military mon- 
sters, which were extermi- 
nating millions of people 
in order to decide whether 
England or Germany—this 
or that finance capital— 
was to rule the world. 


The question of social 
democracy, its rise through 
the Second International of 
socialist parties and its deve- 
lopment, would be of interest 
only to academics and histor- 
ians were it not for the 
fact that it rose again from 
the ashes of fascism in Europe, 
and today is not only a signi- 
ficant force, but rears its head 
in Latin America as a potential 
alternative to revolutionary 
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socialism and as a new ploy of 
the capitalists in the United 
States and Europe, intent as 
they are in breaking the revolu- 
tionary consciousness of the 
masses. 

Social Democratic Parties 
are in power today in a num- 
ber of countries, among them 
France, the Dominican Repub- 
lic and Greece. They cither 
share power with centrist con- 
servative interests, or with 
leftist groupings in a number 
of other countries, outstand- 
ing examples among these 
being Germany and Nicaragua. 
They have significant influen- 
ces in other countries, such as 
Spain and among the revolu- 
tionary forces in El Salvador. 

Social Democratic policies 
play a large role in the foreign 
policies of Mexico and Vene- 
zuela, and wait patiently in 
the wings in more repressive 
countries, such as Brazil and 
Argentina. 

In Europe, Social Demo- 
cratic Parties control major 
labor movements, and indeed, 
it is a cornerstone of party 
thinking to organize and ad- 
vance internal labor structures 
to lead the working class. 

In collaborating with, and 
being part of the reorganiza- 
tion of the structures of 
capitalism, in order to allow 
these to survive the constant 
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crisis of the system and adapt 
to new forms of domination, 
social democracy: has become 
an increasingly important tool 
of the imperialist centers. 

In Santo Domingo, for ex- 
ample, where the Partido Re- 
volucionario Dominicano 
(PRD) has won two elections 
under the watchful eye of 
U.S. imperialism, the social 
democrats have organized large 
sectors of the working class 
to support the continuing 
exploitation and rape of the 
country's resources by U.S. 
and European corporations, 
and are responsible for a grow- 
ing repression of the revolu- 
tionary left which has already 
brought about the assasination 
of almost 100 cadres. 

Social Democracy today 
holds the potential for the 
neutralization of the revolu- 
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tionary movement in Latin 
America and for the pro- 
longation of capitalist rule un- 
der a new adjustment, іп 
which the Latin American 
bourgeoisie wrests concessions 
from the imperialist centers in 
return for the securing of con- 
tinuing access to the contin- 
ent’s raw materials, 

Because social democracy 
espouses a socialist ideology, 
follows the mass organizational 
approach of socialism and 
tends to secure mass support 
for its policies, Latin America 
could come in for a long 
period of single-party social 
democratic rule which, while 
being strongly repressive of 
the left, would maintain the 
rule of the bourgeoisie апа 
effectively ally itself with 
imperialism. Under such con- 
ditions, social democracy 
would be akin to a new 
fascism. 
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REAGAN'S 
MILITARISM 


Reagan's recent announce- 
ment concerning the con- 
struction of the MX intercon- 
tinental missile, in addition to 
the construction of the B-1 
bomber already underway and 
of two new nuclear aircraft 
carriers and modern missile 
submarines, represents a deci- 
sive step in the development 
of his “strategic program.” 
The program is aimed towards 
increasing the yankee nuclear 
potential, as well as the inten- 
sification of his war campaign. 
We have said it before and we 
repeat: the Reagan administra- 
tion is preparing for war. 
These imperialist bandits, who 
began their - administration 
with phrases like “There are 
more important things than 
world peace", "We have post- 
poned the day of final judge- 
ment but now we cannot per- 
mit ourselves this luxury, "etc., 
do not represent — as some 
think — a bad caricature of the 
era of "Cold War" policies. 
They claim a supposed Soviet 
military superiority to push 
forward the military re-fortifi- 
cation of the U.S. and, from 
there, to launch a war. A war 


that they undoubtedly would 
prefer on a regional scale, ei- 
ther in Central America or the 
Middle East, but one that 
could lead to a Third World 
War to be decided with nu- 
clear weapons. These execu- 
tives of the apocalypse are 
willing to kill in cold blood, as 
are all empires, but on this oc- 
casion they are guided by the 
interests of yankee capitalism. 

They are already taking 
steps in this direction. Тһе 
Reagan economic policy, with 
his cuts in social services and a 
rise in military expenditures, 
seeks to pull the country out 
of the economic crisis on the 
basis of super-exploitation of 
North American and inter- 
national workers. There is 
still economic growth precisely 
in the areas where military 
industries, together with other 
dynamic sectors (leading in 
technological modernization), 
are made the priorities so that 
they can play a decisive role. 
Thus the plan is that war 
industries will be the factor 
that can pull the rest of the 
economy behind them into 
the new cycle of expansion 
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that they predict for the fu- 
пше. This is our understand- 
ing of why there is such a need 
to inflame yankee chauvinism, 
anti-communism, the continual 
defamation of progressive gov- 
ernments (с.р., the Soviet Uni- 
on, Cuba, etc.), and the war- 
like campaign that comes from 
Reagan's mouth - just to 
support re-armament which, 
when completed, will unleash 
war to rescue capital and 
imperialist power from the 
crisis in which they are drow- 
ning a little more every day. 

Washington's present for- 
eign policy is runring within 
these parameters in relation to 
Latin America and, in our case, 
to Puerto Rico. Economical- 
ly, the plan is for Puerto Rico 
to be part of the yankee eco- 
nomic policies, converting the 
island into a producer and 
processing center for “stra- 
tegic minerals" which are 
indispensable for the U.S. war 
industry. The level of ad- 
vancement in these plans is 
already well known, as is the 
interest of yankee capital in 
processing here the minerals 
they buy in the Caribbean and 
perhaps the minerals they 
think they can extract from 
the ocean floor. Recent- 
ly, the Puerto Rican govern- 
ment announced the allotment 
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of 10 million dollars to the 
agency in charge of expediting 
the negotiations of yankee ca- 
pital to exploit our mineral 
resources. And, as if that was 
not enough, $60,000 for pro- 
paganda to convince the peo- 
ple that the rape of our 
mineral resources and the 
destruction of the environ- 
ment are beneficial to us. 

On the other hand, we 
know that under the econo- 
mic plan projected by imperial- 
ism for the year 2020, they 
are planning the construction 
of 11 industrial parks through- 
out the island, where they 
could easily establish industries 
related to yankee war produc- 
tion. The puppet Romero 
Barcelo is now one of the 
most devoted defenders of 
this idea. 

In the military sphere, the 
fundamental importance of 
Puerto Rico within the power 
belt” (including 114 nations 
and nearly 2500 bases) that 
the Pentagon arrays against 
the Soviet Union and the nation- 

al liberation movements and 
revolutions of the world, 15 
well known. Puerto Rico is the 
key piece in this scheme of 
yankec military power. In the 
last few years we can observe 
that as its importance grows 
in relation to Washington's 
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plans for war, a series of 
extremely important events 
has taken place. First, at thc 
same time that they are main- 
taining and improving the base- 
of-operations type of regime 
that has characterized thc 
yankee military presence in 
our country since at lcast 
1939, they are projecting a 
return to a garrison regime. 
This would reinforce and 
maintain an army ready to 
contain the just struggles of 
our people for independence 
and socialism. This is the way 
that Reagan’s internal policy 
of repression for the U.S. 
filters down to the colony to 
be let loose on independence 
activists, socialists and other 
social sectors that endanger the 
presence of imperialism on our 
island. 

Another development is 
the transfer of command of 
the Naval Command from 
Roosevelt Roads in Ceiba to 
Key West in Florida. This is 
an event closely related to the 
military installation of a gar- 
rison regime, where the cl 
racteristic form of command 
that orders originate from out- 
side the country. Undoubtedly 
the rise іп patrio armed 
struggle іп the U.S. and the 
island in recent years has had 
something to do with this 
change. Parallel to this, the 
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Pentagon has decided that 
Puerto Rico's Army Reserve 





Unit should be clevated to the 
status of а “garrison,” to 
include some 9 installations 
and around 2,000men 

The yankee National Guard 
in Puerto Rico, for its part, 
plans by 1986, to have 20 new 
ses distributed throughout 
sland, with a priority on 
the central ecially 























the a marked for mining 
(Utuado. Coamo, ibo, 
Juana Diaz, еге.). — linally, 
there is the fact of the incor- 
poration of the colonial police 
into the yankee espionage 
network in the ibbean 
through Interpol. Colonel 
Desiderio agena himself 


has been named the Chief of 
the Caribbean Section of Inter- 
pol. This will also mean an en- 
largement, better training, and 
ization of the coloni. 








This motion and change in 
yankee military presence in 
our country js intimately re- 
lated to R militarist 
policy and is intended to re- 
inforce the imperialist mecha- 
nisms of oppression and re- 
pression over our people, As 
such, it represents a challenge 
and a duty today for all so- 
cialists and progressive forces 
in the world to be aware of 
the danger in the present im- 





„ 
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perialist policy of the U. feat of imperialism, only by 
to understand that only deci- making it disappear from the 
sive struggle and revolutionary face of the carth, will we be 
action will stop their terrible able to avert the destruction 
plans. Only with the finalde- of this planet in the future. 





Reprinted from CORREO DE LA QUINCENA, NO. 420, 
ficial organ of the POLITICAL BUREAU of the LIGA 
ЛАТАЅТА PUERTORRIQUEÑA. 
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SELF-CRITICISM AND 
REFLECTION ON 
THE WILLIAM MORALES 
CAMPAIGN (PART I) 


The following is part one of a self-crit 





т and eval- 


uation made by the Movimiento de Liberacion Nacional 
during its national meeting held in Denver, Colorado. Part 
two, an analysis of the repressive character of the Mexican 
State, will be published in the next edition of DE PIE Y EN 


LUCHA. 


The Puerto Rican Commi- 
ssion of the Movimiento de 
Liberación Nacional makes a 
self-criticism regarding our 
petition to the Mexican govern- 
ment, asking for political asy 
lum for our captured compa- 
ficro, William Guillermo Mo- 
гаје: 








ГаКеп totally by surprise 
by his capture, and іп our 
haste to defend our compañe- 
ro Morales, we petitioned the 
President of Mexico, Miguel 
de la Madrid Hurtado, to 
grant him political asylum. 

We wish to rectify this 
position. The only petition 
pending in this case is the ne- 
gative response that the Uni- 
ted States would surely and 
in fact has given the Mexi- 
can government concerning 
the extradition of сотрайегс 
Morales. 

We believe that the peti- 


tion for political asylum was 
incorrect, The Mexican govern- 
ment's tradition of providing 
political asylum to thousands 
of political prisoners is well 
known. But at the same 
time, it is imperative to 
point out thc existence of 
yankee imperialist espionage 
activities within Mexican па- 
tional territory. The imperia- 
list spies operate illegally іп 
Mexico, violating the same 
border imposed by force since 
1848. Their ring leaders opera- 
te from the U.S. Embassy 
in Mexico City without any 
consideration; they plan, arrest 
and deport Puerto Ricans 
who are not in any way 
connected with the Puerto 
Rican independence movement. 
They infiltrate the police and 
force them to operate accord- 
ing to their rules and objec- 
tives. They create such serious 
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incidents as the capture and 
arrest of William Guillermo 
Morales. We know that the 
action against compañero Mo- 
rales was lead by a C.LA. 
official named Gordon. To 
petition that William be grant- 
ed political asylum in Mexico 
under such circumstances, 15 
an error with consequences 
as dangerous as they are poli- 
tically harmful. Since the 
Mexican government 15 power- 
less to stop yankee espionage 
activities from taking place 
within their national territo- 
ry, we should expect a pre- 
dictable repetition of another 
C.LA. action against William, 
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were he to remain in Mexi- 
co. 

This new action could re- 
sult in consequences so grave, 
that they would endanger 
world peace. 

For these reasons, as part 
of a sincere self-criticism, we 
withdraw our petition that 
William Guillermo Morales be 
granted political asylum іп 
Mexico. However, we equally 
reaffirm our petition that the 
Mexican government not turn 
over compañero Morales to 
his executioners, but rather 
allow him free passage to a 
country of his choice. 


FROM 
CLANDESTINITY 
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ESTIAU зпилтевяя ОЯМЯР ART МОЯ 2UDIVUMMOO 
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COMMUNIQUE FROM 
THE 
ARMED RESISTANCE UNIT 


The following communique from the ARMED RESIST— 
ANCE UNIT was received by mail and postmarked August 


17, 1983. 


Tonight we attacked the 
computer operations complex 
at the Washington Navy Yard. 
We have acted in solidarity 
with the revolutionary struggle 
of the Peoples of Central 
America and the Caribbean. 
We hope that this act of 
proletarian internationalism is 
Just one of a growing number 
by anti-imperialists in this 
country determined to show 
that there will be no blockade 
between the struggle of op- 
pressed peoples around the 
world and those here inside 
the U.S. borders. 

The U.S. government wants 
war. It is planning for it 
and counting on it. There 
is a massive U.S. involvement 
in El Salvador; there are 6,000 
marines in Honduras poised to 
attack Nicaragua while а de 
facto naval blockade sur- 
rounds its coasts; U.S. war- 
ships threaten to violate Libyan 
waters and U.S. aircraft its 
airspace; the U.S. is over- 





secing the military partition 
of Lebanon. 

The computer complex at 
the Washington Navy Yard 
is used to train high-ranking 
officers at the Naval War 
College. They simulate mas- 
sive naval battles, practicing 
how to sacrifice the lives of 
ns -- perhaps hundreds of 
millions — for the interest of 
the U.S. ruling class. Тһе 
computers are part .of the 
technology of death that the 
U.S. government employs to 
try to defeat the struggle of 
peoples around the world for 
national liberation, for social- 
ism, and for peace. U.S. 
finance, mining and industrial 
capitalists have hundreds of 
billions of dollars invested in 
the exploitation of Latin Ame- 
rican land and labor, and use 
the government's military 
might to protect their pro- 
fit. 

We have acted tonight to 
contribute to the building of 
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a resistance movement in this 
country that will rob the 
U.S. government of the stable 
homebaseit desperately needs . 
This is a lesson from the 
Vietnam War that we can 
apply now. Our movement can 
organize the soldiers and sail- 
ors not to fight; the military’s 
recruiting cfforts сап be 
blocked, and the technology 
of war sabotaged. The govern- 
ment wants the political de- 
bate in this country to go 
on between Republicans and 
Democrats over how to main- 
tain imperialist control; our 
movement сап be a progres- 
sive and anti-imperialist alter- 
native that challenges that con- 
trol. 

Our action isa call directed 
to all who support the peo- 
ples of Latin America and 
oppose U.S. aggression to 
embrace the struggle for in- 
dependence and socialism for 
Puerto Rico. Since 1898, the 
U.S. military occupation of 
the island то maintain it 
as a colony has been and is 
the most direct form of 
imperialist aggression against 
the nations of this hemisphere. 

Тһе U.S., confronted by 
what Reagan has the arrogance 
to call “the fire in our back- 
yard”, is committed to turning 
Puerto Rico into a military 
garrison to wage war against 
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progressive movements in all 
of Latin America. Massive 
U.S./NATO exercises devas- 
tate Vieques; Remey (sic) Air 
Force Base and Ft. Buch- 
апап Army Base are being 
re-opened; the U.S. counter- 
insurgency training center for 
the hemisphere may well be 
moved from Panama to Puer- 


to Rico. 

The revolutionary Puerto 
Rican Independence Моус- 
ment will transform these 


U.S. plans into their oppo- 
site and bring the fire of 
Latin American revolution to 
the frontyard and the very 
heart of the U.S. empire. Can 
those of us who know the truc 
role of Kissinger and the CIA in 
Chile, the current reality of 
counter-revolution in Nicara- 
gua and counterinsurgence in 
El Salvador, withhold our sup- 
port from those forces buil- 
ding the national liberation 
struggle of the Puerto Rican 
people? Alongside our de- 
mands in support of Nicara- 
gua and El Salvador, we fight 
for independence for Puerto 
Rico. We extend our solidarity 
to the FALN and the revol- 
utionary clandestine organiza- 
tions fighting in Puerto Rico. 
We join with people around 
the world in demanding the 
freedom of Puerto Rican 
patriot and freedom fighter 
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William Morales, the uncondi- 


tional release of the 11 
Puerto Rican POW's held 
in U.S, prisons, and the 


freedom of all Puerto Rican 
political prisoners and grand 
Jury resisters. 

The U.S, efforts to return 
to the days of gunboat di- 
plomacy will fail. Oppressed 
and exploited people around 
the world learned ап invalua- 
ble lesson from the heroic 
struggle of the Vietname: 
pcople against U.S. imperial- 
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ism. The imperialist war ma- 
chine can be defeated through 
а protracted resistance and 
growing armed struggle. It 
is the time for progressive 
North Americans to renounce 
the empire and join with 
other oppressed peoples and 
take our own first steps 
down the long road to revo- 
lution and a new socialist 
world. It is the only path that 
can bring рсасс, end fascist 
violence, and promote the 
full development of humanity. 


DEFEND THE NICARAGUAN 
REVOLUTION! 
VICTORY 
TO THE FMLN/FDR! 
INDEPENDENCE AND 
SOCIALISM FOR 
PUERTO RICO! 
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CONSIDERATIONS ON 


ART AND 


POLITICS 


WITHIN THE PRESENT 
PUERTO RICAN CONTEXT 


In memory of Mauricio Pretto, beloved friend and Puerto 
Rican artist. 


Introduction 


The purpose of this article 
is not to characterize “Puerto 
Rican Art” or to proclaim 
some preferences over others. 
Nor areweinterestedin inge nu- 
ously expressing what, from 
our point of view, art should 
be. It is not a manifesto. Wc 
are tired of manifestos that 
only pa: us to more mani- 
festos, other positions, which 
only effect the little world of 
aesthet We do not con- 
demn manifestos per se, but 
we are a little bored with 
them. What actually inter- 
ests us is to touch on somc 
points regarding the problem- 
atic of the artist as а Puerto 
Rican and of his/her responses 
from the specific field of 
aesthetic production in the 
times in which he/she has to 
live, in which he/she is living. 
We do not want to separate 
the individual from the artist, 
because in reality they can 
only exist together. But what 
most interests us in this arti- 
cle is his/her own field of pro- 








duction and the problems that 
arise from there to form his/ 
her relations with everything 
else. We will begin with some 
points, with no intention but 
to open up various aspects of 
what would be a more thorough 
task. 


The Individual Artist as a 
Producer-Being 


An artist is not an indivi- 
dual who creates and produces 
his/her work independent of 
everything else: nature, socie- 
ty, things. Such a phenomenon 
can not happen. However, we 
oppose any type of determin- 
ism that denies the capacity of 
the individual to transform his 
reality or transcend the limits 
that external conditions im- 
pose, in relation to his work. 


Art is a process that can- 
not be reduced to such deter- 
mining causes in space nor to 
one tradition or specific exper- 
ience through time. This is 
the perspective from which we 
sec the individual Puerto Rican 
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artist (either in Puerto Rico or 
in exile) in relation to his times 
and his problematic. We also 
understand that art can not 
just be seen from the point of 
view of the individual who 
produces it, but rather in rela- 
tion to its class, group or frac- 
tion of a social class, its histor- 
ical epoch, and from the base 
of its “universality.” One fac- 
tor dialectically affects anoth- 
er. In the same way that one 
factor can be dominant, also a 
style or various les will 
dominate for a specific period. 
In relation to the individual, 
we have to add that he/she 
cannot be reduced to a style, 
but rather in his/her process 
of production and formation 
he/she can either master a 
style, or can develop or adopt 
various styles either succes- 
sively or simultaneously. 


There is a thesis that art is 
essentially the style, and that 
style is basically an ideological 
expression in images of one 
class, a sector of a class or a 
social group. (Style - a speci- 
fic combination of formal and 
thematic elements of the im- 
age, a combination which is 
one of the particular forms of 
the global ideology of a social 
class. History of Art and Class 
Struggle - М. Hadjinicolaou). 


However, it would be in- 
genuous not to understand 
that it is the individual of the 
class who in the last instance 
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“decides” on a style within the 
the limits of the class, or can 
take as his/her own the opin- 
ions or the world view of an- 
other class or social group, 
within the borders of his/her 
national reality — understand- 
ing, however, that it also can- 
not be reduced to a question 
of nationality. 


This is, then, the other 
important point: the “specific 
cultural group” to which the 
individual belongs-the coun- 
try, nation or historico-geo- 
graphic sector, etc. One can 
subdivide into fractions to 
absurdity, but the important 
factor is to recognize all the 
elements that in some way 
come to be part of this pro- 
cess, understanding that some 
will be “determining” and 
some will be “determined.” 
To underestimate the indi- 
vidual in this process is as in- 
genuous (or dangerous) as to 
underestimate those elements 
which are independent of the 
individual (that do not depend 
on the individual). The cle- 
ment of social class can be 
determined not only by the 
class origin of the individual, 
but also. can be “assumed” by 
the individual him/herself. 


One of the problems that 
emerges in the dialectical- 
materialist analysis of art is 
that many times thc position 
that external factors (social 
class/nation/epoch, ctc.) arc 
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the only ones that determine 
the formation of the individu- 
al, of his style or world view, 
is put forward as the only 
position. If we recognize the 
capacity of the individual to 
transform the “reality” of 
man as an historical being (of 
man as the protagonist of his- 
tory), then there is no basis to 
reduce him toa “specific inher- 
itance,” a single tradition, a 
single style, certain aesthetic 
norms, etc. In the same way 
that it would be incorrect to 
analyze a work of art only by 
way of a psychological or soci- 
ological analysis of art on the 
artist. 

The individual, in fact, 
takes from his surroundings 
and his experience all the ele- 
ments that will be forming 
part of his aesthetic produc- 
tion. But the individual does 
not just make use of his parti- 
cular inheritance, conditions 
and experience, but also reacts 
against them. In this sense we 
are dialectical, because we “add 
in" what is not provided to 
us by the objective aspects as 
such, scientific knowledge or 
practice and socio-economic 
production. The artistic reflec- 
tion is not, and cannot be, 
equal to scientific reflection, 
be it of society, of nature or of 
the individual. 

To reduce art to a tradition 
or one style, or to a unilateral 
analysis, is not only anti-dia- 
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lectical, it is at the same time 
anti-materialist. 


Dogmatism and How Anti- 
Dogmatism Can Become 
Dogma 


The “asymmetricals” tend 
to reject everything that prohi- 
bits their "asymmetry." How- 
ever, in order that "aesthetic 
asymmetry" exists it is not ne- 
cessary to eliminate, condemn 
or censor "aesthetic symme- 
try"; it is always possible to 
attain their harmonious coexis- 
tence which, if it does any- 
thing, enriches the dialectics of 
style, since one exists within 
the other. It is a question of 
understanding that there аге 
not two equal styles, but rather 
a correspondence of styles that 
can be classified or not classi- 
fied as a general style or move- 
ment (the harmonious move- 
ment of opposites). However, 
it is within the "styles-that- 
reject-each other" where sub- 
jectivisms begin, from which 
come dogmatic or anti-dogma- 
tic positions. The anti-dog- 
matics can only be so if they 
do not attempt ingenuously or 
stubbornly to impose the “anti- 
dogma” as the correct view, or 
“the true art.” The concept of 
“the true art” only applies to 
the elaboration of artistic pro- 
duction through the honesty 
of the individual in his/her po- 


DE PIE Y EN LUCHA 


ssibility of making out of his/ 
her material an artistic langua- 
ge in spite of what is accepted 
by one (or the) tradition and 
despite what is supposed to be 
"determinant". It is a language 
in spite of: the moral values of 
the moment, cultural, ideolo- 
gical and political limits, ctc. 
The language is not only what 
has been done up to the mo- 
ment, but also the possibility 
of this language transforming 
itself to express (among other 
things) what the previous lan- 
guage can no longer express 
effectively. Неге, we want to 
quote José Carlos Mariátegui 
from his article entitled: 
Reinvidicación de Jorge Manri- 
que, 1927: “Because tradition 
is contrary to what traditional- 
ists desire, living and moving. 
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of good digestions, but also of 
bad digestions and of “vomit.” 

Dogmatic style is the inge- 
nuous or perverse desire to 
make one style into "the style." 
Or, in morc general terms, it is 
clutching the conservative as- 
pect of form; form refused to 
givc in to new content, to new 
thematic. It would not bc ir- 
relevant to add that form by its 
nature tends to conserve, and 
content or thematic tend to 
free the form. (From this pers- 
pective we can understand the 
phenomenon of the officiality 
of a style in many of the socia- 
list countries, adding the name 
“socialist” то “academic-realist 
style" to package the new 
thematic in the old form and 
convert in into “revolutionary 
art." However, the problem is 


Those who negate it, create it not that the best of “realist 
to renew it and enrich it. style" is taken to express new 
Those who want it dead and problems, etc. but rather that 
immobile, kill it, to prolong Опе style is dogmatized as the 
the past in a present without only acceptable.) The “dogma- 
strength, to incorporate their tic-anti-dogma” wants to re- 
spririt in it and to pour their Verse the roles, to make dissi- 
blood into it. dence into the new unique 

Then style is the specific method. Dissidence is dissi- 
organization of that crude lan- dence in the face of official 
guage and the touches added dogma, but above all the other 
to that language by the inces- should be (in order not to be 
sant movement of matter, from converted into “dogmatic-anti- 
sources outside the individual dogma”) the production of 
to the digestion of these sour- language, style, form, content, 
ces by the individual. Here, thematic, in spite of. That is, 
then, one can speak not only despite the reigning dogma or 
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the temporary anti-dogma, al- 
ways with the possibility of 
contributing to the “univer- 
sal,” to the development of 
language and the transforma- 
tion of reality or “realities”, as 
the artistic confirmation of 
what cannot be denied at a 
given moment. Only from this 
point of departure can univer- 
sal art emerge, never from pre- 
conceived truths. It is there- 
fore necessary to guard against 
anti-dogma as a fashion or a 
hidden dogma.—One has to 
approach each novelty with a 
hostile calm . . . 


Concerning What is Attempted 
to be Imposed on Us 


It is reasonable to say that 
everything that has existed is 
not everything that will exist. 
Therefore it is not necessary 
to always look in history for 
arguments to confirm or deny 
something. It is not a question 
of effort in searching for histo- 
rical or cultural antecedents 
that are “our own” or general. 
What we do have to recognize 
is that there is always a danger 
that the elaboration of art, of 
style, of language in a given 
moment can be lost for the 
future. In this way, even when 
there have been antecedents, 
they would not be found be- 
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cause they have been lost to 
posterity. We propose this be- 
cause of the importance we give 
to applying the negation of the 
negation to a previous artistic 
form or style. However, the 
transcendence of styles or artis- 
tic forms also rests not only 
on the negation of the negation 
of something, but also (especia- 
lly in art) in the capacity of.in- 
vention, creativity, through 
experimentation. 

If it is true that what Is de- 
pends on what Was and that 
what Will Be depends on what 
Is, it is also true that what Isis 
nourished by the currents of 
what Will Be, of what can pre- 
dict what Will Be. What will 
be does not depend only on the 
certainty or error of perception 
of these future currents (which 
is always inevitable), but also 
on the fact that inactivity or 
decadence of an individual will 
be determinant in his/her deve- 
lopment. 

In the same way that 
European art at a certain mo- 
ment sought elements that 
were not part of “their own 
cultural-historical experience” 
(Arabic, Japanese, African, In- 
do-American elements), simi- 
larly today Latin Americanart 
is being nourished by these 
European “digestions” and 
other elements. This is not to 
the same purpose or in the 
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same way, but rather through 
the lens or specific conditions 
of Latin America, and within 
the specific cultures and indi- 
vidual or social situations, 
such as the colonial situation 
of Puerto Rico. Thus, what 
many call “European art” is 
also а result of different 
“digestions” beyond the Euro- 
pean influence and in spite 
of the European influence. 

Therefore, to say that color 
is determined exclusively by 
geography (which many “Ечго- 
philes and Yankeephiles of 
Modern Art” declare, and who 
look at the art and the artists 
of the Third World only as 
“folklore” or as “picturesque 
primitivism”) is to simplify 
not only history, but also thc 
capacity and the necessity of 
the individual to use his lang- 
uage (like color) in spite of, 
as part of, his creative en- 
deavor against the slavery of 
external conditions and as a 
fulfillment of his will to trans- 
form reality. We accept the 
influence and the relative 
determination of geography, 
climate, vegetation, the urban 
or rural zone, etc., but we 
hold that the individual has the 
capacity not just to assimilate, 
interpret and transcribe a pic- 
torial element like color, but 
also to subvert that element 
and put it to work for him, 
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whether in the Caribbean, in 
Patagonia, or in a New York 
ghetto. 

The individual frees him- 
self from nature to the extent 
of the reach of his conscious- 
ness and his power of trans- 
formation. True, nature is pri- 
mary, determining, but in art, 
what is determining, funda- 
mental, is constructed parallel 
tonature, or contrary to nature, 
in the character of the artistic 
language that flows from the 
material world in relation to 
what is objective and is trans- 
formed into a new product 
despite nature-despite exterior 
factors. One has to use this 
dialectical and materialist 
perspective to look at the 
individual Puerto Rican artist. 
He cannot enslave himself to 
what has come before, or base 
himself exclusively in “his 
own” or “primary” sources, 
but also has to recognize what 
exists within the different 
“digestions” of styles —always 
passed through а specific 
stomach: the Latin American 
experience. One has to add that 
the currents that only assimi- 
late the forcign - as in our 
colonial case the assimilation 
of North American currents - 
will end only in a nonsensical 
symbiosis. They do not work 
“in spite of” their own Puerto 
Rican experience, but are 
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determined by а deformative 
foreign element. Rather they 
are going against Puerto- 
Ricaness. 

To work “in spite of” 
PuertoRicaness is not in con- 
traposition to PuertoRicaness 
or against being a Puerto 
Rican. We say this from the 
point of view stated earlier; 
that is, from what is towards 
what will be, towards the 
future. It is not what the pigs 
wish would be -а rejection of 
PuertoRicaness within art. 
Rather it is a critical attitude 
regarding what we are and what 
we have been. A critical 
attitude to those who want 
to reduce the Puerto Rican 
Being to one single tradition, 
whether in life or in art. 
That means that the expres- 
sion of art by means of a 
style and a specific language 
must be not just to conserve 
the "best of our tradition" 
but also to be able to'react 
from the depths of one's 
being to our tradition “іп 
spite of" our culture of the 
moment, the class illusions, 
etc.— a production which is 
not limited to seeking explan- 
ations in our own antecedents 
but also to digesting the uni- 
versal elements from the 
Puerto Rican point of view, 
thus to be able to reunite 
the specific with the general, 
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“іп spite of ” апу preconceiv- 
ed value within Puerto Rican 
tradition ог “іп spite of” 
any dogma or anti-dogmatic 
dogma of the “ideal” of our 
own Puerto Ricaness. (Here it 
is good to remember that 
under colonialism, the Span- 
ish, European, Creole and 
Yankee historians have all 
taken on the task of not 
just distorting our history 
and our traditions, but also of 
hiding them from us. This 
has had such terrible results 
that even many of our clearest 
thinkers and revolutionary 
leaders have believed that 
our Puerto Rican tradition 
is one thing, which as a result 
of contemporary studies of 
historiography, anthropology, 
linguistics, etc., is gradually 
becoming another thing. Thus 
the artist cannot base his 
work on an “unquestionable 
truth" since the truth has 
come to us under the ideolo- 
gical editorializing of the rul- 
ing classes of the periods in 
question. Today, some people 
have found reasons enough 
even to doubt the word 
“Тато”. - я) 

Thus, we understand that 
to surpass what we are, we 
must not only decidedly op- 
pose those who propose to 
destroy the Puerto Rican 
Being, from the outside and 
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from the inside, but also 
we have to maintain a criti- 
cal attitude toward ourselves, 
against those who insist dog- 
matically on forms based on 
one tradition or those who 
also react by closing all the 
other doors. Here, the differ- 
ent reductions come in: class- 
ist-ideologist, cultural-nation- 
alist, folkloricist-populist, 
purist-reactionary, fashion- 
able-pseudo-vanguard. Іп all 
these reductions there exist 
the dangers of philosophical 
idealism, sometimes dressed as 
materialism, and the illusions 
of a class dressed as “universal 
truths.” Just as there can be a 
transfer of values from one 
class to another, in the same 
way form tries to preserve 
itself through apparent 
changes in thematic. 


Debate on the Milieu of Art 


We will begin with the 
problem of the “censor.” 
Censorship, in its principal and 
global form in society, comes 
from and is determined by the 
dominant classes. One can say 
that it works in two ways 
under capitalism. As a specific 
example, take the case of the 
vanguard of the ruling classes, 
the ruling class of the U.S.A. 
One form of censorship 15 
aimed at the expressions of 
the forces in antagonistic con- 
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tradiction to the dominant 
classes; that is, all the domin- 
ated classes and their differ- 
ent collective or individual 
instruments. The other is de- 
signed to “decensor” out- 
breaks of “rebellion” that 
come fundamentally from 
those strata or social groups 
that are aligned with the 
dominant classes or formed 
by them. In this way, such 
outbreaks are assimilated by 
the ruling classes’ and strip- 
ped of their "dissident" char- 
acter. That is, the struggles 
that take place within sectors 
of the ruling class itself and its 
non-antagonistic and related 
sectors, either аге ог become 
ideological affirmations of the 
existing social structure; they 
also carry out the function 
of the fundamental aspect of 
any ideology: to positively 
represent the world—in this 
rase, the world of those in 
power. However, there is 
another aspect of ideology, 
especially when it isa domin- 
ated ideology: to represent 
the world critically. 
Censorship occurs in all 
sectors of socicty. In the last 
instance, everyone decides 
what to publish or patronize, 
which is also a form of censor- 
ship. In our world, fred ex- 
pression as an absolute has 
always been a myth, a utopia. 
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It is the greatest lie of demo- 
cracy under capitalism, its 
most powerful class illusion. 
What we have to protest, 
to criticize, is the prejudicial 
censorship of the different 
manifestations of the domin- 
ated classes, because that is 
not to understand the value of 
debate over ideas on different 
levels, is not to recognize the 
need to provide a space to 
manifest the internal contra- 
dictions in а positive and 
productive way. Censorship 
among ourselves functions 
only as a brake оп the devel- 
opment of knowledge (of 
“artistic knowledge” іп this 
case) in the broadness that it 
could develop. On the other 
hand, since censorship is rela- 
tive, its effect is relative. 
Thus, we can say that on one 
level, it sharpens the debate, 
encouraging "leaps forward” 
in its positive aspect; but, at 
the same time it marginalizes 
important manifestations in its 
negative aspect. It is import- 
ant to keep in mind that— 
contrary to the class struggle 
in general—in the context and 
milieu of art, this struggle 
develops more frequently in 
the artistic expressions of the 
sectors or fractions of the 
same class or the ruling classes 
than between the artistic ex- 
pressions of the dominant 
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classes and the dominated 
classes. From this fact comes 
our interest in encouraging 
the collaboration between 
artists and the left, in order 
that artistic expression can 
emerge not only in response 
to the problems of our times, 
but also an artistic move- 
ment with some coherent poli- 
tical criteria can arise. We 
should listen to what Mao 
has 10 say to us from the 
theoretical point of view. Mao, 
distinct from Stalin, is one of 
the Marxist leaders who has 
best defended not just the 
specificity and relative. auto- 
nomy of art, but also the 
recognition of how to carry 
on debate and struggle within 
the sphere of artistic produc- 
tion: “. . . In art different 
forms and styles can evolve 
freely; in science, different 
Schools can freely contend. 
We think that forced diffu- 
sion, of a particular style, a 
particular school through ad- 
ministrative measures, and the 
prohibition of another styleor 
another ideological school, 
interfere with the progress of 
art and science. The problem 
of correctness or error in art 
and science should be resolved 
through free discussion in 
artistic and scientific media, 
in the process of practice of 
art or science, and not in a 
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simplistic way...” 

We referred to censorship 
“among ourselves” as the 
narrowness of the criteria that 
subsist within large sectors of 
artistic production, among 
those artists who identify 
themselves as anti-bourgeois 
and progressive, and within 
sectors of the left. The other 
sectors are not of interest to 
us within the goals of this 
article. And we touch on 
this point looking not just 
at the present, but also—and 
this is the most important 
point—looking at the future, 
as “preventive medicine.” 
Even though the debates on 
different ideological levels 
seem to have increased within 
the Puerto Rican left (which is 
sometimes only a pseudo- 
left), it seems to us that on the 
level of art, if debate happens 
at all, it is like an echo in a 
vacuum or like "tribal anthro- 
pophagy." 

Moreover, above all we 
want consciousness of these 
questions to grow in the 
political and ideological form- 
ation of comrades who, as part 
of different organizations or as 
individuals, form part of the 
left. Ме cannot encourage 
the development of a one- 
dimensional being as the mo- 
del of a  "comrade in the 
struggle" if we truly believe 
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in the concept of the new man 
and woman. 
By Way of a Reply 

First, a question: what is 
the important thing in a work 
of art, what it says or how it 
says it? It is important to put 
this question forward, as aca- 
demic as it may seem, in 
order to be able to loosen 
ourselves from one-dimension- 
al concepts within the “public” 
that we are concerned with. 

For example, there are the 
conceptions that attempt 
under the rubric of Marxism 
to reduce art to a “militant 
art,” “social realism” or to 
“socialist realism”(an absurdi- 
ty to attempt to impose this 
under capitalism) or to a 
“political art” (and here, in 
reality, we don't know what 
specifically is being said, if we 
understand that all art has a 
political expression, or if we 
declare—as do many people 
who only parrot the line— 
that everything is political, 
either as an argument against 
those who still persist as 
Marxists in saying that the 
politics of a work of art are 
found in its elements and 
not outside of them, or else 
just as a self-justification 
for those who take part in 
the — struggle | exclusively 
through “their artistic work' 
and completely separate the 


36 


man/woman from the artist; 
then truly we have not said 
very much.) 

These conceptions of art 
correspond to а situation 
when an aesthetic ideology is 
pre-determined by a political 
ideology. When this becomes 
an ideological imposition, in 
dogma, then it comes to 
resolve aesthetic problems as if 
they were political problems. 
Then there is no difference 
between political discourse and 
artistic expression. 

Could we say that in this 
case, the content devours the 
form? Or, if what is said is 
politically correct, then its for- 
mal elements are also correct? 
In appearance this would pass 
for predominance of content 
over form; however, penetrat- 
ing deeper into this problem, 
it is actually the opposite. 
In all these conceptions of art 
the model is the so-called 
“realist style” (often of the 
academic touch.) What we 
should notice in this tenden- 
cy is the fact that the conser- 
vative aspect of form wins the 
day and “imprisons” the new 
content, the new thematic, 
whose principal aspect should 
be to free the form. There- 
fore, isn’t what is said just as 
important as how it is said 
for those who defend these 
tendencies? 
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On the other side are art- 
istic conceptions regarding 
“the absolute independence of 
the artist,” of “art for art’s 
sake,” of art without class 
struggle, of the pseudo-yan- 
guard of the moment. In 
these tendencies, what is al- 
most always predominant is 
the naive thought that art 
should be divorced from all 
political ideology, it should be 
“apolitical.” ^ Regardless of 
the good or bad intentions 
of its defenders, such an art 
Gf it is true that it could 
exist) could only promote the 
"status | quo" in practice, 
which also amounts to being 
part of the function of any 
ideology іп power: to repre- 
sent the world : positively. 
Even when this art attempts 
to create "critical images," 
they will always come from 
the perspective of the domin- 
ant ideology or its allies. 


Here it is also necessary to 
point out something import- 
ant:even when an artist inter- 
nalizes the conception of “art 
for art's sake," this does not 
mean that his work or part of 
his work actually reflects that 
conception. The same must 
be said of those who oppose 
this conception of art be- 
cause of other conceptions. 
However, we deny that such a 
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thing as “art for art's sake” 
could exist. It is ап ideolo- 
gical illusion, be it aesthetic 
or political. 

Contrary to the previous 
tendencies whose base is vul- 
garized Marxism, this one ap- 
parently would have us believe 
it is defending the postulate 
that only form is important 
in a work of art. However, 
the almost fanatical opposi- 
tion by some of its expon- 
ents to the idea of art taking 
up or being contaminated by 
"politics" ог “ideology” 
shows by negation the import- 
ance they give in fact to 
content апа thematic. Those 
who maintain that the value of 
a work of art consists of what 
is expressed by the artist and 
not how it is expressed would, 
we suppose, have to be classi- 
fied as “contentists.” And 
those who think the ор- 
posite, that the supposed for- 
mal element, the way the 
artist goes about expressing— 
independent of what is сх- 
pressed—whether valuable or 
stupid-is the important thing 
in a work of art, can be 
classified as “formalists”. 

However, the other ques- 
tion that arises is the follow- 
ing. Is it possible for something 
to take a form and at the same 
time ignore that “something”? 
We believe, then, that what is 
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important in art is not just 
what is said, or just how it is 
said, but rather how to say 
what is to be said. In art, 
what is said is not synony- 
mous with thematic or content 
in the work. Nor is how to 
say it synonymous with form, 
with the formal elements. 
What to say, like how to 
it, both depend on the formal 
and the thematic elements of 
the images. Art is a language 
in visual images, and their 
combination in organization is 
what we call style. Therefore 
it is style that covers both 
things: formandtheme. There 
is no real separation possible. 
However, we have to em- 
phasize something although it 
may scem contradictory: the 
work of art rests fundamental- 
ly on its formal elements, 
that is to say, in their inter- 
nal dialectic. This is the point 
of departure for the work of 
art. What we oppose is say- 
ing that there ends its func- 
tion—c.g., the work for the 
work itself. 

It does not matter how 
much one tries to free art 
from any finality (as is the 
case in “art for artis sake"— 
whether through hostility to 
any moralizing or to exposing 
ourselves to “ugliness,” as a 
vision against the enjoyment 
of life. The fact is that what 











38 


follows from it is, as Nietzsche 
said, the strengthening ог 
weakening of certain values, 
which comes to be a finality, 
from wherever one looks at it. 

If we recognize this dia- 
lectic in the production of the 
work, in order to be able to 
evaluate the work as a final 
product, we can not separate 
the formal elements from the 
thematic, nor can we give an 
exaggerated superiority to one 
aspect over another. The work 
of artis a totality. 


What Do We Propose? 


Artistic production is also 
part of the class struggle, 
but it takes place on a specifi 
ideological | the level of 
aesthetic ideology. However, 
we must understand the char- 
acter of that struggle: whether 
it is antagonistic or not, That 
is, one has to distinguish the 
tendencies or expressions of 
the dominant classes from 
those of the dominated class- 
es, but always with the under- 
standing that in the society 
we live in now, the imperial- 
ist ruling class permeates 
everything (hegemony) and 
nothing escapes its influence, 
at whatever level. 

Let's not pretend to make 
of one style “the style.” 
Fach individual in his/her 
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interaction with his materials, 
his conditions, his necessities, 
his limits and possibilities, 
тісі to his class interests, 
his values, philosophy, will 
decide his style or styles. 
There is always the possibility 
for harmony among those of 
us who radically oppose the 
dominant culture, to give ex- 
pression to various styles, to 
represent not only disassocia- 
ted individuals, but also the 
possibility of a movement to 
represent the dominated 
classes as an artistic vanguard. 

This does not mean to 
oppose other individuals who 
utilize styles that are not to 
our liking, but rather to take 
them up with a critical сус. 
But the fundamental thing is 
not negation, rather the af- 
firmation of our own pro- 
duction and through it to dev- 
clop that language of images 
that can exercise a more ef- 
ficient critique within its aes- 
thetic possibilities. 

Art is nourished by all 
elements, interior and exterior. 
It is up to the individual to 
choose among them those he 
considers most significant for 
his creative labor. But we do 
not see the creative act only 
as a choice or selection of raw 
material. It is also accompan- 
ied by invention, the ‘mages 
of dreams, symbolic nages, 
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etc. 

More currents, movements 
and styles have emerged since 
the birth of post-impression- 
ism than in all previous cpochs 
combined. Understanding the 
richness in the variety of styles" 
and manifestations and the 
complexity of our world, we 
continue in the great adven- 
ture of art, To reduce art is to 
impoverish art, and in the end, 
human experience and pro- 
gress. 

The path (or paths) of a van- 
guard art is forged by creating 
activity. There are no magic 
formulas or eternal norms. In 
the same way that there are no 
esthetic criteria or politics that 
are abstract and absolutely im- 
mutable, neither  “aestheti- 
cism” nor “content-ism” can 
be an alternative or a response. 

We quote Mariátegui again: 

The artist who does not 
feel the agitation, the worries 
and the anxieties of his people 
and their times is an artist of 
mediocre sensibility, anemic 
in understanding. His/her 
ideology “сап not emerge 
from the salons of aesthetes; 
it must be an ideology full of 
life, of emotion, of humanity 
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and truth, not an artificial, li- 
terary, and false conception. 
The Artist and the Times, 1959 

And for those who believe, 
in good or bad conscience that 
everything will be justified 
with a “revolutionary cont- 
tent," let us listen to the words 
of Corretjer regarding a state- 
ment of Anibal Ponce: 

Nor do we demand that 
every poet should write in a 
way that he believes is in com- 
pliance with his patriotic and 
revolutionary duty by making 
every poem into what Anibal 
Ponce called ‘to launch onto 
his patient public an awkward 
folly with a closed fist. 

We hope these considerations 
contribute in some way to the 
struggle of ideas in the field of 
art, and especially in the rela- 
tionship between art and poli- 
tics. We will end with amaxim 
by Bertold Brecht, quoted by 
Walter Benjamin: 

“Do not build on the good 
old days, but on the bad new 
ones.” 


ELIZAM ESCOBAR 
April 24, 1983 
Yankee Prison of Stateville 
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HOW REVISIONISM USES 
THE ARMED STRUGGLE 
AGAINST THE 


ARMED 


1. We must develop a stronger 
analysis of revisionism and neo- 
colonialism, and in particular a 
concrete analysis of their current 
relationship to the armed strug- 
gle. It is dangerous (and for 
many comrades already fatal) to 
view things as “simple as black 
and white.” It is very dangerous 
to look upon revisionism and neo- 
colonialism as political trends 
which, being opposed to revolu- 
tion, are thought of only as ex- 
isting outside the revolution. This 
problem becomes most visible in 
the guerrilla wars of national 
liberation in the oppressed na- 
tions, particularly as imperialism 
decays and weakens. 

Our conception of revisionism 
has been the traditional one: 
petty bourgeois social-democracy 
tries to limit the mass struggle to 
election campaigns, to welfare 
legislation, and to conceptions of 
socialism through gradual reforms 
rather than the revolutionary sei- 
zure of state power. Since the 
split in the world socialist camp, 
many have simply used “revision- 
ist” to designate any and all pro- 
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Russian socialists. In a similar 
fashion, neo-colonialism 15 exem- 
plified by Lon Nol in Cambodia, 
Mobutu in Zaire, Andrew Young 
in Atlanta, and other blatantly 
pro-U.S. puppet bourgeois. This 
is true as far as it goes. It does 
not, however, encompass enough. 
Revisionism in the era of national 
liberation has а  neo-colonial 
character in both the oppressor 
and oppressed nations, 

When communists speak of 
revisionism we mean the voice 
of the petty bourgeiosie within 
the proletarian movement. То 
explain: there was a time, in 
the origins of European socialism, 
when the petty bourgeoisie of 
the various nations had their own 
class programs, their own politi- ` 
cal parties and movements. The 
political division between the 
petty bourgeoisie and the young - 
proletariat was very distinct, 
even though a tiny handful of 
radicalized intellectuals from the 
privileged classes had joined the 
proletarian movement. 

This was transformed by the 
polarization of classes and nations 
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as capitalism matured. In Western 
Europe, the late 19th century 
petty bourgeoisie, once a large 
class with numerous political par- 
ties of its own, was pushed down 
closer to the masses by emerging 
monopoly capitalism. The inde- 
pendence of small shopkeepers, 
intellectuals, small entrepreneurs 
was pared down. Many were 
ruined economically and forced 
even further down into the army 
of wage-laborers. Increasingly, 
therefore, large numbers of the 
petty bourgeoisie entered the pro- 
letarian movement. Not o ily were 
they filled with reseatment 
against monopoly capital, but 
with the historic decline of their 
class they had come to recog- 
nize the mass power of the op- 
pressed classes as the best іп- 
strument to reclaim their lost 
privileges. 

By the 1920’s,the petty bour- 
geois political parties of Western 
Europe had faded, pushed aside 
by the polarization of capitalist 
politics there into large bour- 
geoisie parties and large working 
class parties. Even today in na- 
tions such as England and West 
Germany the great political par- 
ties are the Conservative vs. the 
“Labor” or “Social-Democratic” 
revisionist parties, while the cen- 
trist petty bourgeois parties (such 
as the Liberal Party in England 
and the Free Democrats in West 
Germany) are small remainders. 
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Thus, while the proletariat 
masses wanted socialism and re- 
volution, the influx of radical- 
ized petty bourgeoisie in the 
European social-democratic par- 
ties in Lenin’s day favored posi- 
tions in parliament, inflated trade 
union bureaucracies, and bour- 
geois reformism. Their special 
base was the new labor aristo- 
cracies, created out of colonial 
super-profits. This was the ori- 
ginal, classic revisionism of the 
late 19th century, which still 
exists to this very moment on 
a world scale - the voice of 
the petty bourgeoisie within the 
proletarian movement. 

Imperialism also polarized 
the world in terms of nations, we 
must remember. In the oppressed 
nations of Afrika, Asia, Latin 
America and North America, im- 
perialism by brute force crushed 
the ambitions of the native petty 
bourgeoisie in the same measure 
as it enslaved their whole nations. 
Anti-colonial movements arose 
that represented and embraced 
the whole oppressed nation, all 
classes and sectors. Democratic 
multi-class movements have al- 
ways been a normal form for 
revolutionary upheaval. 

To understand that revolution 
brings together a number of 
classes—and that national libera- 
tion unites іп an oppressed nation 
“all its various classes, except for 
some traitors,” (Mao Zedong) 
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makes the question of scientifi- 
cally identifying specific class po- 
litics not less important (as some 
think) but even more so. It should 
be clearly understood that all 
classes have their own distinctive 
ideological outlooks and their 
own social goals, even when uni- 
ted in a struggle of national liber- 
ation. 

The petty bourgeoisie in the 
oppressed nations has revolu- 
tionary tendencies, and some go 
over to communism and the op- 
pressed. Neo-colonial tendencies 
are also quite strong in this class. 
Some petty bourgeois of the op- 
pressed nations, like the neo- 
colonial bureaucrats and puppet 
officers who serve the imperia- 
lists for pay, are traitors to the 
nation. More dangerous than 
these, in our opinion, are the re- 
visionists who strive to use na- 
tional liberation and socialism to 
carry out even more grandiose 
neo-colonial ambitions. This is 
at the cutting edge of what is 
now being struggled out.* 

*Revisionism in the oppressor 
nations has a neo-colonial charac- 
ter in that it attempts to co-opt 
the anti-colonial uprisings, bring- 
ing them under its reformist hege- 
mony and hence the continued 
domination of oppressor nation 
elements (the “good whites"). 

As we know, imperialism in 
the Third World is usually married 
to the most corrupt and blood- 
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thirsty comprador classes, in 
which semi-feudal landowners 
and military juntas аге promi- 
nent. In some cases imperialism 
has worked through imported 
settler populations, leaving even 
the most capitalistic "natives" 
only the tiniest of crumbs. Re- 
visionism in the oppressed nations 
has been one vehicle for the class 
advancement of a section of the 
national petty bourgeoisie, who 
as a small class by themselves 
alone have almost no power. The 
dissatisfied products of mission- 
ary schools, finding no “room at 
the top," quickly learn that only 
by hitching a ride on the revolu- 
tionary struggle of the oppressed 
masses can they even hope to re- 
place the backward and sluggish 
generals and oligarchs. 

А certain section of the op- 
pressed nation petty bourgeoisie 
therefore joins the revolution, 
but only to reach out for unrea- 
lized class ambitions, only to 
try and step up on the revolu- 
tion; joins the armed struggle, 
but only to try and use it against 
itself. This revisionism is neo- 
colonial in that it sees the goal of 
revolution and independence as a 
new "junior partnership" with 
imperialism. They don't want to 
be imperialism's servants, but its 
partners. We can list the main as- 
pects of this (these are not op- 
posed to each other, and often 
coexist in one situation): 
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1. Supporting the armed 
struggle in only a tactical sense, 
while trying to head it off. Armed 
struggle, as we know, represents 
the will of the oppressed masses 
who desire to throw off their op- 
pressors. Often the masses spon- 
taneously turn to uprisings, to 
picking up the gun, even without 
organization or leadership. Often 
the revolutionary cadres correctly 
join their brothers and sisters in 
fighting back against the death 
squads and puppet troops. When 
the masses move forward into 
struggle, revisionists must go 
along or risk falling off from their 
position atop the movement. This 
“going along” is only tactical and 
temporary. 

2. Using armed struggle only 
as the ultimate “bargaining chip,” 
as leverage to force Washington 
to make a better deal with 
“native” bourgeois and petty 
bourgeois interests. Dialecti- 
cally, they see the objective of 
armed revolution as a more har- 
monious relationship with im- 
perialism. This is difficult for 
many cadre to understand. 

3. In cases such as Algeria, 
Zimbabwe, Palestine, etc., im- 
perialism historically imported a 
European settler occupation to 
hold the colony. Here even re- 
visionism is forced, however un- 
happily, to admit that outright 
military victory and transfer of 
state power is necessary. Nothing 


less will blast out the entrenchea 
settler regime that is unwilling to 
share with the oppressed nation 
petty bourgeoisie. Here their ob- 
jective is a “liberated” nation for 
themselves to head, with the 
national petty bourgeoisie sub- 
stituting themselves for the old 
settler regime in being imperia- 
lism's local partners. 

4. In some oppressed nations, 
such as El Salvador, the imperial- 
ist counter-insurgency 15 50 mur- 
derous and unrestrained that 
even those reformist political 
elements opposed to revolution 
have been forced to take shelter 
within the five fighting organiza- 
tions of the Farabundo Marti 
National Liberation Front 
(ЕММІ.Е) and the larger “mass” 
alliance of the Democratic Revo- 
lutionary Front (FDR); there are 
forces that advocate protracted 
peoples’ war to socialism — 
and there are forces which say 
that their only goal is to restore 
bourgeois democracy and friend- 
ship with the U.S.A. This is 
quite a distance apart in roads 
to be taken. By the way, it is 
no secret which side is getting 
the most support from the 
“movement” in the U.S. 

For instance, Commander 
Roberto Roca, leader of the 
guerrilla Revolutionary Party of 
Central America, says publicly 
that his party would lay down 
its arms and accept the Salva- 
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doran fascist military if only 
the latter would permit bour- 
geois election campaigns: We 
took up arms because the politi- 
cal struggle was not possible in 
El Salvador. If there is politi- 
cal pluralism, there’s no need 
for the military struggle. If 
there is not a secret cooperation 
between imperialism and some of 
these elements then there soon 
will be. Communists should 
understand these matters now, 
rather than years from now. 

П. Ме can see how this 
revisionist penetration of the 
armed struggle works by the 
actual history of the Huk upris- 
ing in the Philippines between 
1946-1955. This is one of the 
great popular struggles in modern 
Asian history. After conducting 
guerrilla war against the Japanese 
invasion during World War II, 
thousands of Pilipino communist 
workers and peasants took up 
arms again to overthrow U.S. 
colonial rule. 

Ten years later, despite 
heroic sacrifices by fighters and 
activists of all ages, the Hukbong 
Mapagpalaya ng Bayan (HMB or 
Peoples Liberation Army) had 
been crushed by the puppet 
forces of the neo-colonial Repub- 
lic of the Philippines (led by the 
C.1.A.’s Major Edward Lansdale). 
At a time when Asian people’s 
wars in China and Vietnam were 
well on the road to victory, the 
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defeat in the Philippines was 
a revealing contrast. 

1. The Huk guerrilla move- 
ment was born in the Japanese 
invasion period. Close to 10,000 
Pilipinos took part in the Com- 
munist guerrilla struggle against 
the Japanese, as couriers, organi- 
zers, supply porters, spies and 
armed fighters.* Some 20,000 
Japanese soldiers and puppets 
were killed by the guerrillas, 
who by the war's end governed 
large sections of their nation. 
José Sison, leader of the new 
Communist Party of the Phil- 
ippines (CPP) writes: 

*There were also some guer- 
rilla units led by U.S. military, 
generally known as “USAFFE” 
forces (United States Armed 
Forces Far East). 

To themselves principally, 
the Filipino people owe their 
liberation from the japanese 
imperialist invaders... It was not 
U.S. imperialism which liberated 
the Philippines. U.S. imperialism 
merely returned to reimpose its 
colonial rule. In fact, it concen- 
trated its air bombardment and 
artillery fire on the Filipino 
people and their homes in later 
1944 and early 1945 to pave the 
way for their resubjugation. 
Philippine Society and Revolution 

The U.S. empire was not 
anti-fascist and the Pilipino na- 
tional bourgeoisie was treacher- 
ously submissive to foreign rule. 
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The U.S. Empire had invaded the 
Philippines in 1898, holding it 
as a 0.5. colony since then. 
Since Japanese colonial rule 
simply replaced U.S. colonial 
rule in 1942, the Philippines 
under their invasion continued 
just as before. Japanese “fas- 
cism” was exactly the same as 
U.S. “democracy.” The former 
U.S. puppets promptly became 
Japanese puppets. The Philip- 
pine Constabulary (PCs), Ameri- 
ca's puppet counter-insurgency 
police, went on as before only 
under Japanese commanders. 
The majority of the U.S. colonial 
“commonwealth.” 

Of necessity, then, the U.S. 
"liberation" of the Philippines 
in 1945 meant a repressive 
campaign against the new nation- 
al liberation movement. As a gen- 
eral rule, the U.S. government in 
1945-46 assumed that those pup- 
pet elements who had profited 
by collaborating with the Japan- 
ese would be good U.S. servants, 
while those peasants, workers 
and intellectuals who had taken 
part in the armed struggle under 
communist leadership should be 
repressed. 

For their No. 


puppet, 


1 Pilipino 
U.S. commander Gen. 
Douglas MacArthur picked 
Manuel Roxas. In April 1945, 
Roxas was made a Brigadier 
General of U.S. colonial troops, 
and attached to Gen. Mac- 


45 


Arthur's staff as a figurehead. 
In 1946, he was installed by U.S. 
imperialism as the first post- 
war Philippine President. Roxas 
had become infamous in his role 
as chief of rice procurement for 
the Japanese occupation (seizing 
rice from Pilipinos), becoming a 
cabinet minister in the Japanese 
puppet regime. Indeed, U.S. 
intelligence itself described Roxas 
as "an exonerated collaboration- 
ist" This was the U.S, “Libera- 
tion" of the Philippines from 
“fascism.” 

While the Red Army in 
China and the Viet Minh in 
Vietnam had resisted similar 
reintroductions of Western col- 
onialism, the Partido Komunista 
ng Pilipinas (PKP) surrendered in 
1945 to U.S. reinvasion. Тһе 
strong Huk armed units were 
told to follow U.S. orders and 
even to disband. This is from 
a distance hard for many to 
believe. The old Pilipino 
Communist Party (PKP) had 
been founded the same year 
as the Indo-Chinese Communist 
Party—1930—but instead of 
Ho and Giap, the PKP leader- 
ship was dominated by revision- 
ists. 

Various petty bourgeoisie 
cliques, who saw the movement 
as a means of personal careerism, 
competed for top positions. 
The most important of these 
were led by the Lava brothers 
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(José and Jesus) and the Taruc 
brothers (Luis and Pedro). While 
countless peasants and workers 
(many of them children) gave 
everything to liberate their na- 
tion, the PKP’s revisionist leader- 
ship consistently used and under- 
mined the people's war. Іп the 
long run many would “turn” 
and become open traitors. 

2. The pressure for guerrilla 
war of national liberation came 
in all instances from the Pilipino 
people and from the revolution- 
ary cadres in the field. In 1942, 
despite the favorable turmoil of 
the imperialist war, the revision- 
ist PKP leadership refused to 
start armed struggle. Refusing to 
leave Manila, the capital, the 
revisionists “ maneuvered to pre- 
occupy the Party leadership with 
bourgeois  parliamentarianism, 
pacifism and civil liberties” 
(Sison). Three weeks after the 
Japanese seizure of Manila the 
PKP leaders were arrested, still 
refusing to begin a military front. 
The communist cadres, in the 
confusion that followed, con- 
vened a secret conference of the 
General Luzon Bureau (Luzon is 
the main island in the Philippine 
archipelago) in the spring of 
1942, which founded the guerr- 
illa Hukbo ng Bayan Laban sa 
Hapon (People’s Anti-Japanese 
Army). 

The People’s War was thus 
born from below, against the 


original plans of the revision- 
ist leaders. Everywhere іп 
Luzon, peasants and workers 
picked up the gun. Japanese 
convoys were ambushed. The 
rice crops of collaborationist 
landlords were liberated and re- 
distributed to the masses 
New People’s Governments were 
set up in some areas. Even then 
the revisionists tried to head 
off the popular guerrilla move- 
ment, to water down the move- 
ment so it could be controlled. 
In 1943, they passed the "retreat 
for defense” policy, which broke 
up the Huk units into small 3-5 
person teams. These were too 
small to fight, and could only 
run and hide in a “survivalist” 
way. Individual survival was 
promoted even at the price 
of military helplessness. Angry 
cadre forced the PKP Central 
Committee to repudiate this 
traitorous policy. 

At the same time the revision- 
ists politically misled the masses 
and the guerrillas. One PKP 
leader admits: throughout the 
war we had nothing but priase 
for the American, and had done 
everything possible to bring 
about a pro-American feeling... 
How can you fight ап anti- 
colonial war while your leader- 
ship is promoting neo-colonial 
loyalty to imperialism? José 
Sison writes: 


“the Party had liberated 
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almost the entire region of 
Central Luzon, had organized 
provincial and municipal govern- 
ments and had dispatched armed 
units to Manila and Southern 
Luzon. 

“There was however по 
ideological and political prepara- 
tion against the return of U.S. 
imperialism and the reimposition 
of feudalism in the country- 
side. Consistently acting as the 
instrument of U.S. imperialism 
within the Party, the ... Lavas 
and Tarucs harped on loyalty 
to the U.S. government and the 
puppet commonwealth govern- 
ment and hoped to engage in 
parliamentary struggle under the 
dispensation of these monsters. 
Yet, U.S. imperialism and the 
local ploiting classes were 
determined to attack the Party, 
the people's army and the 
people with real bullets as well 
as with sugar-coated ones. 

“the HUKBALAHAP wel- 
comed the U.S. imperialist 
troops that marched through 
Central Luzon from Lingayen in 
1945. Some units of the people’s 
army fought together with the 
U.S. imperialist troops in dislodg- 
ing the Japanese troops from the 
Floridablanca „airfields but were 
surprised when, after the battle, 
the U.S. troops turned their 
guns on them and disarmed them, 
Іп Manila, the imperialist aggres- 
sor also disarmed and turned 





back units of the HUKBALAHAP 
that had preceded them. Squad- 
ron 77, a unit of the people’s 
army, was massacred in Malolos, 
Bulacan while on its way from 
Manila after being disarmed. 

“To suppress the Filipino 
people, U.S. imperialism put 
together under its Military Police 
Command its USAFFE puppets 
and the erst-while pro-Japanese 
Philippine Constabulary. It en- 
couraged the traitor landlords to 
take back full control over the 
lands that they had left during 
the war, to demand rent arrears 
from the peasants and to organ- 
ize private armed gangs, then 
known as the civilian guards, to 
enforce their, class rule in coor- 
dination with the military police. 
In their attempt to dissolve the 
provincial and municipal govern- 
ments established by the Party 
and people's army, the U.S. 
imperialists and the landlords un- 
leashed а campaign of white 
terror against the people. The 
general headquarters of the 
HUKBALAHAP in San Fernan- 
do, Pampanga was raided by the 
U.S. Counter-Intelligence Corps. 
Mass arrests and imprisonment of 
Party cadres, Red fighters and 
common people were made all 
over Central Luzon. Massacres, 
assassinations, torture and other 
forms of atrocities were рег- 
petrated by the military police 
and civilian guards. 
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“So incensed were the people 
hat they wanted to fight back 
ind continue the people's war. 
Вис the ...bourgeois gang of the 
Lavas and Tarucs insisted on 
he line that the people were 
tired of war and that a campaign 
for “democratic peace’ was called 
for. The hidden traitors within 
the Party hailed the fake indepen- 
dence promised by U.S. imperial- 
ism in their desire to occupy 
high positions in the puppet 
reactionary government. So the 
headquarters of the Party was 
moved out of the countryside 
to the city. They organized the 
Democratic Alliance so that it 
could help U.S. imperialism 
put up a sham republic. They 
converted the HUKBALAHAP 
into 

“the Huk Veterans’ League 

and thus put the people at 

the mercy of the enemy. 

The people's committees, 

tempered by the anti-fascist 

war, were turned into mere 
chapters of a legal peasant 
association and these were 

used to spread the false il- 

lusion that land reform could 

fall from the palms of the 
enemy.” 

For three years the PKP 
revisionist leadership tried to 
advance itself in bourgeois elec- 
tions and various deals, while the 
root and branch of the move- 
ment increasingly was driven 


underground and returned to 
armed struggle. By 1948 there 
were 10,000-12,000 Red 
fighters, and in Central Luzon 
over 150,000 active supporters. 
Finally, in May 1948, the PKP 
Central Committee called upon 
the people to view the guerrilla 
war as the main form of struggle. 
That meeting officially recon- 
stituted the Huk forces as the 
People’s Liberation Army (HMB). 
So for the second time in seven 
years the revolutionary struggle 
of the Filipino people forced a 
reluctant leadership to enter the 
zone of war. Тһе revisionist 
leadership found it necessary to 
control the increasing military 
activity of the cadres and masses. 

3. The defeat of the HMB was 
not inevitable. Sison, looking 
back, points out that: “The ob- 
jective conditions for waging a 
protracted people’s war were 
extremely favorable.” The dif- 
ference between Vietnam and 
the Philipines was primarily a 
difference of political-military 
leadership. The HMB was de- 
feated because of the utterly in- 
competent and traitorous deci- 
sions of the Lava-Taruc leader- 
ship, which threw away the 
sacrifices of Red fighters as 
though they were nothing. 

It is hard to believe how badly 
the PKP leadership mismanaged 
the war. So hard, in fact, that 
most comrades here assume, with- 
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out investigating, that the Huks 
did their best but were just over- 
whelmed by superior U.S. power. 
Such explanations, laying defeat 
to external factors outside the 
revolution, can be a пагсойс, 
soothing the troubled mind into 
pacification. Тһе — Lava-Taruc 
leadership rejected Mao Zedong's 
doctrine of protracted war, de- 
manding instead that the fighters 
spend their lives bringing them in- 
stant victory. Since victory was 
supposedly only months away, 
the PKP leadership saw no need 
to give military training, to use 
landmines, highway barricades, 
economic sabotage or any of the 
other tactics already proven in 
Vietnam. Sison writes of this 
stage: 

“After the 1949 elections, the 
José Lava leadership took the 
line that it could seize power 
within two years and for this pur- 
pose prepared а timetable of mili- 
tary operations and rapid recruit- 
ment into the Party. Without re- 
lying mainly on the strength of 
the Party and the people’s army 
and without rectifying a long 
period of compromises with U.S. 
imperialism and the local reac- 
tionaries, the José Lava leader- 
ship considered as basic factors 
for the victory of the Philippine 
revolution such external condi- 
tions as the ‘certainty’ of a third 
world war, the economic reces- 
sion in the United States and the 
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liberation ой the Chinese. 
In January 1950, the adventurist 
line of quick military victory was 
formally put forward by the José 
Lava leadership through resolu- 
tions of the Party Political 
Bureau. 

"All units of the people's 
army were ordered to make 
simultaneous attacks on provin- 
cial capitals, cities and enemy 
camps on March 29, August 26 
and November 7, 1950. The at- 
tacks of March 29 and August 
26 were executed. But, these 
over-extended the strength of the 
people's army. On October 18, 
the enemy counterattacked by 
raiding all central offices of the 
Party in Manila, arresting among 
others the Politburo-In led by 
José Lava. Subsequently, cam- 
paigns of encirclement and sup- 
pression were launched in the 
countryside against the thinly- 
spread people's army. Over-ex- 
tended lines of supply and com- 
munication of the People's 
Liberation Army became easy 
targets of the reactionary armed 
forces. Because of its putschist 
orientation, the José Lava lead- 
ership brought the most crushing 
defeats on the Party and the peo- 


“ple's army.” 


By 1955, the uprising had 
been ended. Luis Taruc, Huk 
commander against the Japanese 
and one of the most famous 
guerrilla leaders, had surrendered 
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in 1954. Like Eldridge Cleaver, 
Taruc experienced а “miracu- 
lous” religious conversion and 
decided that God wanted him to 
“turn” (he has worked as a pro- 
pagandist for the puppet regime 
ever since). In 1955, PKP Secre- 
tary Jesus Lava ordered the cadres 
to pull in from the jungles and 
concentrate on elections. Some 
units resisted, although in the 
isolation many were driven into 
the “roving bandit” life just for 
food and survival. The Party as 
a force for national liberation 
was dead. 

4. This stunning misman- 
agement and widespread treason 
in the upper ranks of the People's 
War was not an accident. It was 
a question of politics. The No. 1 
objective of the Lavas and Tarucs 
was to use the struggle to propel 
themselves into careerist bour- 
geois respectability. Іп 1946, 
for example, these misleaders 
tried to win the approval of the 
U.S. government by giving it the 
list of all the underground Huk 
fighters! Anex-PKP leader writes: 
"as part of our peaceful legal 
struggle we decided to apply for 
back pay... Actually we proved 
drastically short-sighted in so 
trustingly submitting a roster of 
Huk names. Later it was used as 
a blacklist to persecute апі mur- 
der our comrades.” The particular 
petty bourgeoisie class goals of 
the Lavas and ‘Taruc placed 
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them objectively on the side of 
imperialism, even though they 
were in the leadership of the 
national liberation struggle. 

This was proven in 1948, 
when they did the precise same 
betrayal all over again. Puppet 
President Quirino was frightened 
at the growth of revolution, and 
put forward a trick to discredit 
and disorganize the armed strug- 
gle. He proposed a truce and 
negotiations, offering as proof of 
his good intentions to reinstate 
the PKP leaders in the colonial 
legislature with “back pay”. 
Quirino vaguely hinted that he 
might even be willing to come 
over and join the PKP in setting 
up a new nationalist government. 
All he asked in return was that 
the HMB start sending in its 
troops to disarm and identify - 
themselves to the police while 
the talks started. 

The revisionist PKP leader- 
ship, represented by the traitor 
Luis Taruc, gladly accepted, 
rushing to get their checks and 
government privileges. Huk figh- 
ters registering with the police 
were told: “We'll take care of 
you later.” Colonial police and 
agents were allowed to visit 
guerrilla camps and identify Party 
cadre. After two months the im- 
perialists had enough, and broke 
up the charade. The PKP envoys 
were shot down. Mass terrorism 
and arrests took place throughout 
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the islands. Even after months of 
renewed fighting, the PKP still 
continued to do imperialism's 
work of discrediting the People's 
War by offering publicly to sup- 
port the puppet government in 
return for “civil liberties.” 

Both the revisionists and the 
fighters wanted a movement,both 
took part in armed resistance— 
but their goals were completely 
different. According to one of 
the top PKP leaders, their main 
aim in 1948 when they formed 
the HMB was “to build up bar- 
gaining strength.” He says that 
despite what the fighters were led 
to believe, “There was no insur- 
rectionary plan, and the effort 
was made to employ the expand- 
ding strength of the Huks as a 
lever to attain a democratic peace, 
for the resumption of parliamen- 
tary struggle.” That is why the 
lives of so many fighters were 
thrown away in military adven- 
tures that had no future. 

What is most interesting is 
this ex-PKP’s leader’s assertion 
that even if they had acciden- 
tally succeeded in seizing power, 
their new government would have 
been pro-capitalist: “Full demo- 
cratic rights would be guaranteed, 
including the rights of private en- 
terprise. Foreign investments, in- 
cluding American investment, 
would have been permitted. 

5. This revisionism within the 
Filipino socialist cadres was, in 
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fact, another variant of neo-colo- 
nialism. While the Lava-Taruc 
cliques were verbally pro-Mos- 
cow, they were really much more 
influenced by America. Their 
closest international ties were not 
to the more advanced communist 
movements of Asia. They chose 
instead to become closest to the 
Communist Party USA, the revi- 
sionist party of the colonizing 
oppressor nation. This is why 
protracted war and other com- 
munist concepts were so foreign 
to their party. In the age of 
imperialism, revisionism has na- 
tional characteristics. Their clo- 
sest allies were from the oppressor 
nations rather than from other 
national liberation movements. 

As an interesting example, 
the ex-PKP leader we've quoted 
is perhaps the most widely read 
“authority” internationally on 
the Huk period. Не is not 
himself a Pilipino. Не is a 
Euro-American named William 
Pomeroy, ап ех-С.1. and a 
CPUSA journalist who joined 
the top leadership of the PKP 
and became head of propa- 
ganda, Pomeroy’s skill at re- 
visionist schemes and lies made 
him very valuable to the Lavas 
and Tarucs. In fact, he wrote an 
“autobiography” for Luis Taruc, 
former Huk commander during 
World War П, in which Taruc 
soulds like a very modest, but 
dedicated communist. Taruc 
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was, as history has shown, really 
an opportunist and a traitor to 
his people. Ротегоу helped 
promote Taruc’s cover-up, he 
now says, because һе perso- 
nally decided that Taruc should 
be a “symbol” of the Philippine 
revolution. This is interesting. 

Why should Euro-Americans 
have decided who should be 
promoted as “leaders” of the 
Pilipino revolution? Why should 
a Euro-American be in a position 
to cover-up for misleaders, 
making them look 
good? Why was he “better” 
than Pilipinos for writing 
their propaganda? Some, he 
admits, were always suspicious 
of him. Others always called 
him “sir” and deferred to him 
since he was a colonial “mas- 
ter." Pomeroy himself is a mi- 
nor matter, primarily impor- 
tant in that his destructive role 
reveals how deeply neo-colo- 
nial attitudes had infected not 
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just a few leaders but the body 
of the armed movement. 

We say that “defeated armies 
learn well” Today a new 
Communist Party and a New 
People's Army аге waging 
people’s War in the Philippines. 
Defeat, we say, is primarily a 
product of internal contradic- 
tions. The phonograph record 
of “repression was too heavy” 
and “the imperialists were too 
strong” - at best meaningless 
statements-should be smashed. 
It is time to advance our un- 
derstanding to a new level, and 
thus to prepare for new seasons 
of struggle that lie ahead. The 
example in the Huk struggle is 
only one aspect of this phe- 


nomenon. In our own day 
revisionism and neo-colonia- 
lism have found new roles 


even in military victory and 
national liberation. We will 
go deeper into this. 


Reprinted from : 

SERIES ONE RESEARCH 
PAPERS, HISTORICAL 
ANALYSIS AND CURRENT 
INVESTIGATION, APRIL 1983. 
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STATEMENT BY THE 
MOVIMIENTO DE 
LIBERACION NACIONAL 
(M.L.N.-P.R.) 


Honorable Delegates: 

Once again, for the third 
time to be exact since 1978, 
my organization, the Movi- 
miento de Liberación Nacional 
(MLN) has authorized me to 
address this august body. 
Once again, we come before 
you to denounce the repres- 
sion which the U.S. Govern- 
ment has unleashed against the 
Puerto Rican revolutionary 
independence movement, 
particularly the captured com- 
batants who now number 15; 
the political prisoners who 
now number 6, and within the 
next few months. their ranks 
will swell to 15 after the con- 
viction of 9 grand jury resisters. 
This continual persecution 
grows despite the admonish- 
ments by this body to the 
effect that the.U.S. must cease 
and desist from repressive 
measures against our move- 
ment. 

This repression cannot be 
isolated from the global per- 
spective of U.S. foreign policy, 
particularly, its policy toward 


Latin America. 

Reagan’s Latin American 
policy cannot be analyzed, 
however, in the same manner 
that we usually analyze the 
foreign policy of this Repub- 
lican or that Democratic presi- 
dent. The present policy 
corresponds to some drastic 
changes in U.S. foreign policy 
as а result of its current 
economic crisis; a crisis from 
which it has not nor will it be 
able to recover from except 
through the adoption of a war 
economy geared toward a 
third world war. 

This crisis originated in 
1967, when the U.S.'s closest 
allies - Germany, Japan, 
France, Britain, Italy and Ca- 
nada - began to violate the 
Brettenwoods Agreement of 
1944, which guaranteed that 
the dollar would be the med- 
ium of exchange in the Inter- 
national Monetary System. As 
a result of the growth of these 
allies’ economies and their vio- 
lations of the agreement, the 
dollar has been plunged into a 
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precarious situation, endanger- 
ing the North American eco- 
nomy itself, despite the ephe- 
meral and false recovery 
announced by the Reagan ad- 
ministration. 

Two tendencies on how to 
deal with this problem have 
emerged within this country's 
ruling class circles. Тһе first, 
the so-called Trilateralist ten- 
dency, advocated by the finan- 
cial interests, particularly 
those of the Rockefellers, 
finds its expression among the 
liberal sectors, Republicans, as 
well as Democrats. 

The second, a nationalist 
tendency advocated by the so- 
called capitalist “cowboys” is 
best expressed by the conser- 
vative elements, principally 
among Reagan's republican 
cronies. Both tendencies agree 
that the best strategy to follow 
in terms of achieving economic 
improvement is a war strategy 
geared towards a third world 
war; however, they disagree 
about which tactics to utilize. 
The trilateralists still believe in 
the idea of negotiations as the 
best way to resolve immediate 
conflicts, such as dialogues 
with the F.D.R. in El Salvador, 
while the nationalists, whose 
plans are outlined in the secret 
document entitled the SANTA 
FE COMMITTEE REPORT, 
propose the need to accelerate 
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the contradictions between 
the Soviet Union and the 
United States, asis exemplified 
in their support of counter- 
revolutionaries in Nicaragua 
and direct intervention in El 
Salvador. In this way they 
hope to end the "communist 
threat" in third world coun- 
tries particularly in Latin 
America, which the authors of 
the SANTA FE REPORT call 
the sword and shield of U.S. 
foreign policy. 

It is against this intro- 
ductory backdrop that one 
has to understand the pre- 
sent wave of repression against 
the Puerto Rican indepen- 
dence movement. For if the 
SANTA FE COMMITTEE 
REPORT considers Latin 
America the shield and sword 
of the U.S., using medieval 
metaphors, Puerto Rico must 
to them clearly become the 
Watchtower of Latin Ameri- 
ca. Thus, in the last few 
months we have seen the 
super-militarization of Puerto 
Rico. This super-militarization 
is centered on the well recog- 
nized notion that Puerto Rico 
is very important because of 
the following facts: 

1. Puerto Rico is vital to 

the defense of the Pa- 

nama Canal and its com- 
mercial routes; 

2. It serves as a base 
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of operations for milita- 
ry intervention in the 
Caribbean and Central 
America; 

3. It serves as a control 
center for naval activi- 
vities and, in particular, 
for the protection of the 
South Atlantic navigation- 
al route; 

4. It serves as a training 
and experimentation cen- 
ter and was utilized as 
such during the Vietnam 
War; 

5. It serves as a source of 
recruitment for the North 
American Armed Forces, 
Now let us look more 


closely at these steps being 
taken to realize the super- 
militarization of Puerto Rico. 


1. The reopening of Ramey 
Air Force Base in three 
stages: 
a) the supply stage; 
b)the training stage; 
с) the reopening of the 
Air Base. 
2. The transfer to Puerto 
Rico fom Panama of the 
most poweful communica- 
tions tower that the U.S. 
has in the Caribbean. 
This tower which was ins- 
talled in Salinas, permits 
communication with sub- 
marines. 
3. The enlargement of 
Roosevelt Roads which al- 


ready constitutes one- 
seventh of Puerto Rico's 
total national territory. 
4. The first Naval Reser- 
ve Center and five Na- 
val Reserve Divisions for 
ships in the Caribbean. 
5.The transference of the 
School of the Americas 
as a training center for the 
Latin American military 
and counter-insurgency, 

6. The greater role assigned 
to the Puerto Rican Natio- 
nal Guard, which in the 
last few years has doubled 
its forces and has been 
given the task of training 
troops from other coun- 
tries in that region. The 
Military forces of the 
Dominican Republic, Bar- 
bados, Panama and Ја- 
maica have already, or will 
travel to Puerto Rico to re- 
ceive training and parti- 
cipate in joint military 
operations with the Na- 
tional Guard. In 1981, 
and again as recently as a 
few months ago, military 
troops from Barbados and 
Uruguay were trained by 
the Puerto Rican National 
Guard. 

7. The participation of the 
Puerto Rican Police De- 
partment in Interpol and 
naming of Puerto Rican 
Police Superintendant, De- 
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siderio Cartagena to head 

the Caribbean region of 

that association; 

8. The utilization of Vie- 

ques for the Ocean Ven- 

ture practices in 1981 

and 1982, in which a si- 

mulated invasion of Cuba 
and Granada took place. 

9. The utilization of 

Puerto Rico as an expe- 

rimental station. The con- 

tinual use of Puerto Rican 
territory for substances 
and arms to be utilized 
against other countries in 

Latin America. 

However, the super-milita- 
rization is only one mani- 
festation of the broader plans 
which U.S. colonialism has for 
our beloved nation, Puerto 
Rico. Last усаг, before this ve- 
ry body, both a representative 
of our fraternal organization, 
the Liga Socialists Puertorri- 
queña, and the Taller de 
Arte y Cultura of Adjuntas, 
graphically and in detail des- 
cribed this hideous and night- 
marish colonial plan, the so- 
called Plan 2020. Therefore, 
I shall limit my observations 
to point out its most salient 
genocidal aspects. 

While devastating Puerto 
Rico's environment, this plan 
will require massive depopu- 
lation. We already know the 
horrors of sterilization, and 
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those of forced migration. 
The U.S. intends to intensify 
these to the point where 
by the year 2020, the island’s 
population will be reduced to 
1.5 million from nearly 4 
million. Within the next five 
years 146,000 Puerto Ricans 
will be forced to leave their 
homeland, and once again, we 
see the unholy alliance of 
Puerto Rico’s colonial admi- 
nistration with the U.S., ready 
to encourage our people to 
leave our native hearth in 
hordes. We already know that 
part of the repression by the 
U.S. Government in the period 
of 1940-1950 was the cam- 
paign to relieve social pres- 
sures which threatened to 
transform an army of unem- 
ployed Puerto Rican into 
independence militants. This 
mass of unemployable workers 
were bombarded with a pro- 
paganda campaign promoting 
the United States as a haven 
for work (“the streets are 
paved with gold”) and good 
living. Air fares were dramati- 
cally lowered, and the Puerto 
Rico (Colonial) Department of 
Labor made it easy by advi- 
sing anyone and everyone on 
how to manage the fare 
and adjust to the new condi- 
tions. 

At the same time, the 
Puerto Rican independence 
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movement came in for a 
strong campaign of repression 
and intimidation. In the 1950 
Nationalist rebellion against 
this repression, 200 were killed 
and 5,000 imprisoned. 

Іп New York, Chicago, 
Philadelphia, and other cities 
where Puerto Ricans werc 
encouraged to go, they found 
an exploitative factory system 
that most often paid at 
below minimum wages and 
far below what non-Puerto 
Ricans were paid. 

They were forced by ra- 
cism and discrimination into 
ghettos that not even the 
poorest North Americans 
wanted. Often, more than 10 
people had to live in one,two, 
or three small rooms without 
hot water or heat іп winter, 
and with broken, filthy toilets 
in the public hallway. Many 
still live under such condi- 
tions more than thirty years 
later. In all, more than 500,000 
Puerto Ricans left their coun- 
try. Today nearly four million 
live in the U.S. 

The transformation of the 
U.S. system of production 
from mechanical to technolo- 
gical and automatic spells a 
sad future for Puerto Ri- 
cans as well as all oppressed 
people. Because of their mis- 
education, lack of technical 
skills, and denial of access 
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to science, the greater part 
of the population is con- 
demned to permanent un- 
employment. 

In this period of economic 
crisis, we know what history 
has taught us - that whenever 
an advanced capitalist state en- 
ters a profound economic 
crisis from which it cannot 
recover, the only real option 
for its continual survival is 
war and fascism. 

It is obvious that the 
United States is preparing 
for such a crisis situation. Its 
war economy points to its 
future course. 

If the U.S. learned any- 
thing from the Vietnam War, 
it was that it could not carry 
on a successful, belligerent 
policy abroad, with open dis- 
sension at home; more so, 
when the opposition comes 
from sectors of the society 
that arc objectified, (ie. Blacks, 
Mexicans, Puerto Ricans and 
Native Americans) and that 
share a tremendous common- 
ality with the enemy of the 
U.S. state (in this case, 
Vietnam). Everything must be 
done at this juncture to con- 
tain people of color and their 
leadership in order to insure 
smooth sailing for the war 
plans. The U.S. cannot tole- 
rate that its Detroits, Los 
Angeles, Chicagos, New Yorks 
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go up in flame while waging 
a war abroad. The bloody 
urban riots of the late 1960s 
and early 1970s were too 
much for the ruling circles 
of the U.S. to take. A com- 
mission, THE KERNER 
COMMISSION, was convoked. 
Soon it diagnosed the pro- 
blem and provided the medi- 
сапоп- too many people of 
color in the inner cities, you 
must deconcentrate them. 
Thus, the Commission came 
up with the concept of Spatial 
Deconcentration. This was in 
actuality a master plan to gen- 
trify America's cities, to 
whiten the inner city, inhab- 
ited by poor people, worse 
than that; by people of color 
able to build ghettos where 
they perpetuate and maintain 
alive their national conscious- 
ness, This is the only thing 
that provides them with a link- 
age to their humanity which 
has been stripped from them. 
Out of America’s ghettos, 
the geo-political formation that 
best exemplifies the manichean 
world of the native and the 
settler, so ably and power- 
fully described by the great 
theoretician Frantz Fanon, a 
new and higher form of 
political organization emerged. 
A worse threat than the 
spontaneous riots of the 1960s, 
was the emergence of clandes- 
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tine formations such as the 
Black Liberation Army (BLA) 
and the Fuerzas Armadas de 
Liberacion Nacional (FALN). 
These national liberation 
armies in formation are the 
oppressed peoples” answer to 
the COINTELPRO programs 
of the FBI and the other re- 
pressive measures which set 
back the public liberation 
movements of Third World 
people in the U.S. during the 
1970s. So, it is clear that 
when the FALN attacks Wall 
Street, it is time to get the 
Puerto Ricans out of town. 
And Spacial Deconcentration— 
а process whereby America's 
cities will be whitened and 
people of color assigned a space 
somewhere in a peripheral 
arca similar to South Africa's 
bantustans — will speed ahead 
to avoid the recruitment and 
growth of this army. If one 
is skeptical about this, a 
look at the 1980 census figures 
for U.S. cities suffices to sce 
the trends; Black people and 
Third World people in terms 
of numbers are decreasing in 
the inner cities. Where are 
these people going? 

They are being moved 
away from the centers of com- 
merce and industry, from the 
banks. And there perhaps will 
be established the Sowetos of 
Johannesburg. Concurrently, 
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plans are underway to esta- 
blish a national identification 
system which will be presently 
aimed at the undocumented 
Mexican people, but will even- 
tually identify all Third World 
people inside the U.S. and 
serve the same purposes as the 
passbooks in South Africa. 


The only way that America 
can carry forth a militant 
aggressive foreign policy is to 
contain 40 million Black peo- 
ple, 35 million Mexican people 
and 4 million Puerto Rican 
people within its borders. 
But in a demonstration of pro- 
test many of our youngsters 
are unwilling to register for 
the Draft. In Puerto Rico 
nearly 25% of the Puerto Rican 
youth have not registered for 
the Army. This is a tremen- 
dous victory because it means 
that people are по longer 
afraid, especially young people, 
are no longer afraid of jail, 
of the consequences of harass- 
ment and imprisonment. Іп 
many ways what the youth 
of our communities are say- 
ing is that they are not afraid 
of the threat of going to jail 
because they are not going to 
fight in the imperialist army. 
And, if they don't fight the 
imperialists’ wars, who is going 
to fight those imperialist wars? 
The fact is that what may 
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eventually happen inside Amer- 
ica is that young Black or 
young Puerto Ricans or young 
Mexicans will not be avail- 
able for the U.S. Army and 
through their increasing aware- 
ness will seek to join their 
own armies of liberation. 

As the resistance grows, 
so does the repression. Today 
we can clearly see a two 
pronged strategy of political 
repression being executed 
against the Puerto Rican na- 
tion—one aimed at the Puerto 
Rican masses, Plan 2020 for the 
Puerto Ricans in Puerto Rico 
and Spatial Deconcentration 
for the Puerto Ricans in the 
U.S., and the other aimed at 
the most advanced political 
leadership of the Puerto Rican 
masses. 

Honorable Delegates, it 
should be clear that as the 
U.S. seeks to carry out its 
belligerent policies, leading to 
a third world war, it must 
silence opposition at home; it 
must mollify a sector of its 
populace, principally its white 
working class, while repressing 
and super-exploiting its colored 
population including the 
Puerto Ricans; it must trans- 
form Latin America into its 
sword and shield, and Puerto 
Rico into its watch tower. 

Both at home and abroad, 
it is clear that Puerto Ricans 
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pose а direct threat to the U.S. 
imperialist objectives of war 
abroad and fascism at home. 
Thus, it is not difficult to 
understand the wholesale re- 
pressive attacks that the U.S. 
government is waging against 
the revolutionary Puerto 
Rican movement, going as far 
as stretching to the limits 
their own liberal constitutional 
guarantees. In the last few 
years, the U.S. has circumvent- 
ed and violated almost every 
right which individuals are 
supposedly “blessed” with 
under its Bill of Rights. А 
list of these will, we are sure, 
suffice to understand the 
length, width and depth of 
these repressive developments. 
1. The use of Grand 
Juries and the charge 

of criminal contempt; 

2. The use of anonymous 
juries and witnesses; 

3. The use of political 


conspiracy X statutes, 
principally > Seditious 
Conspiracy ; 


4. The use of the new 
FBI Guidelines, which 
provide that mere ad- 
vocacy constitutes 
grounds for possible 
indictment; 

5. The use of secret affi- 
davits available only to 
Judges in Chamber and 
not to the defense; 
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6. The use of special 
sentencing | hearings 
with the aim of using 
circumstantial evi- 
dence; 

7. Тһе infra-human pris- 
on/pre-trial conditions 
for political prisoners 
and POWs; 

8. The usc by the govern- 
ment of the media; 

9. The usc of informants, 

infiltrators and traitors; 

.The use of highly 

sophisticated new sur- 
veillance technology ; 

. The collusion between 

prosecutors and judges; 

. The direct political at- 

tack on lawyers; 

The use of unprece- 

dented security in the 

courtroom. 

These extreme measures 
which are supposedly limited 
to societies, cither under mar- 
tial law or with a fascist sys- 
tem аге presently being схе- 
cuted against the revolutionary 
Puerto Rican independence 
movement and its supporters. 
We know that in 1978, the 
U.S. government convoked a 
conference in Pucrto Rico of 
its most authoritative intelli- 
gence leadership including 
General Querrolo of the 
Uraguayan Army, who helped 
the campaign against the Tu- 
pamaros; Reinhard Rupprecht, 
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West German Campaign 
against the Red Army Faction, 
and Robin Bourne, Canadian 
Deputy Solicitor General for 
Police and Security, the actual 
coordinator of repression 
against Quebec Liberation 
Movement. It also included 
experts on terrorism and sub- 
version, FBI agents and repre- 
sentatives of think tanks like 
the Rand Corporation. 

The major theme that 
these counter-insurgent experts 
dealt with was how to apply 
the counter-insurgency meth- 
ods tested and found useful 
in other countries to Puerto 
Rico, Their recommendations 
for dealing with Puerto Rican 
revolutionaries included every- 
thing from overstretching the 
legal system to include most 
of the points we cited earlier, 
such as systematic detentions, 
arrests, and imprisonments 
sometimes without a trial; to 
keeping pretrial political pri- 
soners in solitary so as to 
create the “psychic conse- 
quences of such isolation... 
prisoners have lost their minds ; 
their nerves have been shatter- 
ed forever; they have been 
driven to suicide;” to politi- 
cal internment of activists; 
even to selective assasination. 

Let us now look at how in 
the past two years some of 
these recommendations have 
specifically been applied to 
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independence activists have 


been assassinated; over 100 
members and sympathizers of 
the Movimiento de Liberacién 
Nacional (MLN) have been 
detained, arrested, and/or im- 
prisoned, 

These include four of our 
most prominent national lead- 
ers, Julio Rosado, Ricardo 
Romero, Maria Cueto and 
Steven Guerra, and three sym- 
pathizers, Shelly Miller (lead- 
ing member of our North 
American solidarity organiza- 
tion, the New Movement in 
Solidarity with the Puerto 
Rican and Mexican Revolu- 
tions, Silvia Baraldini, a mem- 
ber of the May 19th Commun- 
ist Organization, and Puerto 
Rican community worker, 
Andres Rosado. These seven 
people have been charged with 
criminal contempt of the 
grand jury, a charge which 
Carries a maximum sentence 
of life improsonment. Also 
charged with this are two 
citizens and residents of Puerto 
Rico, Federico Cintron-Fiallo 
and Carlos Noya. The only 
crime these nine people have 
committed is to exercise their 
human right to silence, and 
non-collaboration with a re- 
pressive agency that seeks the 
destruction of the Puerto Rican 
independence movement. In 
their arrests and trials almost 
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every conceivable violation of 
the U.S. Constitution has been 
noted; everything from the use 
of an anonymous jury to the 
use of traitors, to special 
sentencing hearings to secret 
affidavits. These nine will 
soon join the ranks of eight 
other political prisoners: 
Nydia Cuevas, Pablo Marcano, 
Julio Antonio Veras-Delgadi- 
llo, Ricarte Montes, Raymond 
Soto, Alberto de Jesus, and 
Felix Rosa, presently held in 
U.S. jails and Jose Luis Rod- 
riguez, the 22-year old Puerto 
Rican charged with seditious 
conspiracy, and presently free 
оп a $25,000 bond. 

Out of the current 21 
Puerto Ricans in prison for 
their pro-independence activi- 
ties there are 15 prisoners of 
war, 12 of whom have admitt- 
ed membership in the clan- 
destine Puerto Rican guerrilla 
organization, the Fuerzas 
Armadas de Liberacion Na- 
cional (FALN) and 3 of 
whom are accused of being 
members. These last three 
include Edwin Cortés, a young 
Puerto Rican man who was 
born and raised in Chicago, 
experienced first hand the 
hardships of the forced migra- 
tion described earlier and who 
has dedicated his life to 
building a better future for 
his two children; Alberto Rod- 
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ríguez, another young Puerto 
Rican who was born in the 
Bronx, New York and 
raised in the Puerto Rican 
community of Chicago; who 
for many years of his young 
life has fought to improve the 


lot of the Puerto Rican 
diaspora in that city by 
struggling for such basic 


human rights as decent educa- 
tion, health care, and wages, 
against abuse and repression 
by the state; and Alejandrina 
Torres, a member of one of 
the most respected families in 
the Puerto Rican community 
of Chicago; a dedicated acti- 
vist profoundly committed to 
advancing the struggle for 
social justice and the national 
liberation of the Puerto Rican 
people. 

On June 29, 1983, these 
three Puerto Rican freedom 
fighters along with political 
prisoner José Luis Rod- 
приег were arrested by the 
FBI during simultaneous raids 
throughout the city. The next 
day at 5:30 a.m., in a gestapo- 
type operation, the FBI's 
SWAT team along with the 
Chicago police and the Illinois 
Department of Law Enforce- 
ment (IDLE), raided one of 
the most respected institutions 
in the Puerto Rican communi- 
ty — the Puerto Rican Cultur- 
al Center — which since its 
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inception has been associated 
with the revolutionary Puerto 
Rican independence move- 
ment. Eight and a half hours 
later, the FBI left the Center 
in complete shambles, taking 
with them more than $25,000 
in office equipment and ma- 
terials. 

The four patriots were 
charged with seditious con- 
spiracy — a catch-all charge 
that entails an attempt to 
overthrow the authority of the 
U.S. government by force “to 
obtain the independence of 
Puerto Rico”, regardless of 
whether this “attempt” actual- 
ly takes place or is merely 
planned. The four were sub- 
sequently imprisoned at the 
Metropolitan Correctional Cen- 
ter in lieu of an exorbitant 
bond of $10,000,000 for each 
of the men and $5,000,000 
for Alejandrina Torres. Since 
that time, the four have been 
incarcerated under the most 
horrendous conditions. They 
are held іп total isolation, 
spending 23% hours per day 
locked in a tiny cell devoid of 
almost all human contact. In 
addition, they have been den- 
ied regular visiting privileges. 
They are allowed only a one 
hour visit per week with 
members of their immediate 
family. These visits take 
place in the presence of two 
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heavily armed guards, one of 
whom must be Spanish- 
speaking. 

This punitive incarceration 
poses a particularly life-threat- 
ening situation for Alejandrina 
Torres. Last week, she suf- 
fered heart palpitations, yet 
due to her isolated imprison- 
ment, was unable to receive 
immediate medical treatment. 
She is also being held in an 
all-male detention area and 
must submit to being 
“patted-down”’ by male guards 
or forfeit a visit. This is 
clearly in violation of the 
most basic right to minimal 
privacy. Until recently, the 
four were also denied the right 
to meet collectively with their 
attorneys. 

It should be noted that on 
Saturday, August 20, 1983, 
Edwin Cortés, Alberto Ridri- 
guez and Alejandrina Torres 
assumed the position of pri- 
soner of war. They ended 
their collective statement by 
stating that: 

“We claim our right to be 
judged by an international 
body. The U.S. has no 
right to judge us, it does 
not have the moral inte- 
grity to judge a people 
that ersists and combats 
terrorism.” 

The conditions of the other 
11 POWs presently being held 
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іп U.S. prisons are also quite 
alarming. In some cases, their 
very lives are in jeopardy. 
Despite the many abuses, the 
threats on their lives, the 
daily harassment, the 11 
maintain their courageous 
spirits high and have not let 
down their guard. 

At this very moment, 
another Puerto Rican Prisoner 
of War, the heroic William 
Guillermo Morales, finds him- 
self in our sister nation, 
Mexico, also in jail. In May of 
this year William was captured 
there after having entered and 
resided in Mexico for a num- 
ber of years. William, who es- 
caped from a U.S. jail apparen- 
Пу had no other alternative 
than to enter the Mexican 
national territory without 
documents, knowing well that 
his life was in jeopardy if he 
was found on American 
soil. The U.S. government is 
now engaged in litigation to 
extradite him. 

Honorable Delegates, І beg 
your forgiveness for having 
taken so much of your time, 
but we felt it was necessary 
to give you this broader per- 
spective of the relationship 
between the U.S. belligerent 
policies abroad and the grow- 
ing fascist repression against 
the Puerto Rican nation and its 
revolutionary leadership. The 
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U.S. hopes through this repres- 
sion to give Puerto Ricans a 
lesson, for the U.S. realizes, 
as the three new РОМ stated, 


that “every Puerto Rican is a 
potential threat, a potential 
conspirator against yankee 
imperialism regardless of 
where һе finds himself. 
Against this, it (U.S.) is 
powerless.” 


We call upon this august 
body to consider the follow- 
ing recommendations in light 
of our presentation: 

1. That this body be 
more specific and 
aggressive in its upcom- 
ing resolution on Puer- 
to Rico, particularly 
around the question of 
repression. It should 
be noted that we af- 
firm what the legend- 
ary Salvador Carpio of 
El Salvador once said: 
“Then between the 
external and internal 
(struggle) a correlation 
is established, but that 
correlation dialectically 
speaking, addresses the 
following: in the rela- 
tion between the ex- 
ternal and internal, the 
internal struggle of our 
people is fundamental- 
ly imbued with its own 
efforts. In other 
words, it is the peoples 
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own efforts for their 
liberation which is the 
determinant in that 
relation." We are 
also conscious of the 
great moral and poli- 
tical weight that this 
body carries. Specifi- 
cally, that this Com- 
mittee пате a com- 
mission to visit Puerto 
Rico and the Puerto 
Rican communities in 
the U.S. to report on 
the violation of human 
rights, specifically the 
judiciary process а- 
gainst Puerto Rican in- 
dependentists, and the 
infrahuman conditions 
of the Puerto Rican 
political prisoners and 
POWs. 


. That all Puerto Rican 


freedom combatants, 
captured by the U.S., 
be given POW status 
including the right to 
be held together in a 
holding area while 
waiting to be tried 
under international 
law іп а neutral 


country. 
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3. That this Committee 
should recognize 
William Guillermo 
Morales as a political 
refugee and demand 
that the U.S. desist 
from its plans to ex- 


tradite him from 
Mexico. 
Honorable Delegates, I 


would like to leave you 
with a thought, that des- 
pite all the atrocities and 
threats against our movement, 
“We,” in the words of the 
Rodriguez sisters, Lucy and 
Alicia, two of the 11 Puerto 
Rican POWs, “ will challenge 
and resist them, because we 
well know that the enemy 
and its cohorts lost their 
power over us, over the en- 
tire movement, when we lose 
our fear. As our hero and 
teacher Don Pedro Albizu 
Campos once said, courage is 
something we must constantly 
cultivate or we lose it. We 
continue in the struggle with 
our heads held high, ready 
to defend the life of our 
homeland until the final con- 
sequences. Victory will be 
ours, if we work on it!” 
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STATEMENT BY THE 
LIGA SOCIALISTA 
PUERTORRIQUEÑA 

(L.S.P.) 


Mr. President, Honorable 
Delegates: 

When a fire breaks out in 
my country, the peasants start 
another fire directly opposite 
it and thus fight fire with fire. 

On July 25, 1898, my 
country was invaded by the 
United States Army. They 
landed in the port city of 
Gúanica, in the southern part 
of Puerto Rico. Minutes later, 
the army was confronted by a 
patriotic guerrilla group under 
the command of José 
Mandonado, the Aguila Blanca 
a legendary figure in our lib- 
eration struggle. 

Faced with the Yankee іп- 
vaders, the Aguila Blanca auto- 
matically became the initiator 
of the Puerto Rican independ- 
ence struggle and at the same 
time, the country's first anti- 
militarist. This guerrilla fighter 
set the guiding principles for 
what would be the authentic 
struggle for Puerto Rican in- 
dependence - the armed 
struggle - and brought Puerto 
Rican anti-militarism face to 


face with yankee imperialist 
militarism. 

The conditions of this 
nation invaded by the yankee 
armed forces remainunchanged 
to this day and the militarist 
regime imposed on our country 
governs the colonial life of the 
Puerto Rican people. In ac- 
cordance with the classic 
model of the guerrilla fighter 
Aguila Blanca, the indepen- 
dence struggle has primarily 
been an armed struggle. This 
struggle was taken to its high- 
est level by Pedro Albizu Cam- 
pos and is today represented 
by the armed clandestine or- 
ganizations in the invaded na- 
tional territory as well asin the 
rearguard, the territory covered 
by the U.S. imperialist federal 
state. 1 am honored to name 
theseorganizations:the Coman- 
dos Revolucionarios del Pue- 
blo, C.R.P., Ejército Popular 
Boricua, E.P.B., popularly 
known as the Macheteros; 
Fuerzas Armadas de Resistencia 
Popular, F.A.R.P.; and the 
Organizacion de Voluntarios 
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por la Revolución Puertorri- 
queña, O.V.R.P. in the occu- 
pied national territory; and 
the Fuerzas Armadas de 
Liberación Nacional, F.A.L.N. 
in the United States. On behalf 
of the Liga Socialista Puertorri- 
queria, L.S.P., I am honored to 
bring these names before this 
Committee so that it may be 
understood that no decision 
concerning the colonial case 
of Puerto Rico can be dis- 


7 €ussed or resolved without the 


recognition of their presence, 
because they embody the most 
active will of the Puerto Rican 
people. This active will ex- 
presses an entire philosophy for 
the anti-imperialist, socialist, 
anti-militaristand consequently 
democratic future ofthePuerto 
Rican people. 

When rendering homage to 
the memory of the Liberator, 
Simón Bolivar, on the bicen- 
tennial of his birth, we are re- 
minded that Puerto Rico was 
part of his liberation plan. This 
inexorable soldier of the War 
to the Death also left us this 
lucid, anti-militarist and demo- 
cratic warning (it was not the 
only one) "Pity the People 
when the armed man deliber- 
ates." In the end, the decree 
of War to the Death as well as 
the aforementioned proverb 
have their origins in the same 
historical necessity and the 


same national interest. 

Today, in addition to yan- 
kee — militarism's constant 
aggression against my country, 
there is the aggression that this 
same intervening power un- 
leashes against Nicaragua and 
El Salvador. Nicaragua attacks 
no one and El Salvador much 
less. These countries where 
armed men legislated against 
their own lives under the wing 
of the United States. These 
countries today defend their 
recently won independence, 
while others anxiously await 
theirs in order to reorganize 
their lives, economy, develop 
their culture and frecly enter 
the international brotherhood 
of man without interference 
from foreign interests. What is 
happening in Nicaragua and El 
Salvador reaffirms the Puerto 
Rican experience: a nation 
without independence can only 
be a colony. Its disagreeable, 
bloody debate for national 
liberation demonstrates that 
the “struggle for іпдереп- 
dence is a specific form of 
class struggle.” This fact en- 
riches and at the same time 
retards the development of 
the emancipating struggle in 
El Salvador and Nicaragua. 
yankee imperialism and the 
terrifying vestiges of national 
oppressors are the retarding 
elements. This phenomenon 
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is repeated іп Puerto Rico 
with a seeming delay in the 
dramatic content; but with 
the same results and total 
responsibility of yankee im- 
perialism. 

The Nicaraguan and Salva 
doran struggles against уап- 
kee militarism irrefutably ex- 
pose the need to fight fire with 
fire. In the case of Puerto Rico 
they demonstrate that the 
equivalent begins with Aguila 
Blanca and the Albizuist na- 
ticnalism that in 1954 shot up 
the U.S. Congress іп Washing- 
ton - that imperialist legislative 
body from which originates all 
legislation concerning taxes, 
including the blood tax repre- 
sented by the draft - and whose 
legitimate heirs are the valiant 
soldiers of the armed clan- 
destine organizations that | was 
honored to name earlier. In- 
ternationalism has been a dis- 
tinctive feature of the struggle 
for Latin American indepen- 
dence since its origin. This was 
demonstrated in Nicaragua's 
struggle against Somoza's yan- 
kified tyranny, just as the lib- 
erator Augusto Cesar Sandino 
had done duringthetriumphant 
war of the 1930s against the 
U.S. Army Infantry. We Puerto 
Ricans have shed our blood on 
all the fields of liberty in Latin 
America. The same thing hap- 
pened in Nicaragua. Today 
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Puerto Rican independence ac- 
tivists struggle hand in hand 
with their Salvadoran brothers 
in that terrible volcano of 
blood and fire that the yankee 
imperialists force on the people 
of Augustin Farabundo Marti. 
Puerto Rican international 
solidarity with oppressed peo- 
ple is demonstrated by mili- 
tandy struggling for the in- 
dependence of Puerto Rico, 
However, many years and new 
experiences must pass before 
this high level of struggle could 
be reciprocated. 

This Committee knows full 
well the problem that the U.S. 
causes for Puerto Rico with its 
so-called Roosevelt Roads 
operations base and in particu- 
lar with the aggressiveness of 
the Navy in Vieques. Vieques 
forms part of that base whose 
center is located in Ensenada 
Honda in the town of Ceiba, 
Puerto Rico. The validity of 
the analysis made by the illus- 
trious Albizu Campos remains 
intact. Its synthesis iscontained 
in the following words: “The 
U.S. rehearses the vivisection 
of our homeland in Vieques.” 
The Puerto Rican struggle 
against the Navy has been the 
constant reponse to the Navy's 
continual aggression and con- 
stant abuse of the civilian 
population. There were epochs 
of constant struggles in the 
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streets. Well known is the 
struggle of the 60s and late 70s, 
an era that ended with the im- 
prisonment and assassination 
of our compañero Angel 
Rodríguez Cristóbal. Angel 
was a leader of our organiza- 
tion who was captured in 
Vieques and assassinated in the 
Federal Prison in Tallahassee, 
Florida. The increase in the 
struggle was further detained 
by the Navy’s violence - by 
their military power as much 
as by their judicial terrorism in 
the yankee federal court in 
Puerto Rico - and by the anti- 
independence repression of the 
electoral system. The street 
struggles are beginning to re- 
appear in Vieques right now. 
We are pleased with this re- 
appearance that intensifies 
the Puerto Rican presence be- 
fore the eyes of the world and 
this Committee. 

The capture of William 
Guillermo Morales, the іп- 
dependence advocate and 
Puerto Rican prisoner of war 
took place in Puebla, México. 
His international recognition 
is due to his spectacular escape. 

Although, injured, he dealt 
a blow to imperialism with his 
mutilated hands. The Spanish 
proverb of the blow without 
hands became a reality. In 
order to capture Morales, the 
U.S. violated the border that 


they themselves imposed on 
Mexico after the plundering of 
1948. Even though to this day 
the border is imposed by force 
and violence, the U.S. should 
have at least (if only out of 
self-respect) respected Mexico's 
national sovereignty. But they 
have no respect. The U.S. Em- 
bassy in the Mexican capital is 
a nest of spies and headquarters 
for the F.B.I. and C.I.A. They 
operate without any respect or 
consideration for the dignity 
of the Mexican people and its 
government. They arrest and 
assassinate sometimes with the 
help of corrupt sectors of the 
Mexican police. This is what 
has just happened to our Puerto 
Rican hero. In order to capture 
Morales, the U.S. violated 
Mexican sovereignty, they vio- 
lated the most fundamental 
laws of international relations 
and covered up an illegal rela- 
tionship between а specific 
number of corrupt Mexican 
policemen. A yankee police- 
man was killed during the cap- 
ture. Even though he was born 
in Mexico and was on the 
Mexican police force's roster, 
he had been corrupted by the 
F.B.I.’s payroll and so was in- 
deed a yankee policeman. 

The U.S. militarily supports 
its economic and commercial 
interests, particularly its petro- 
leum interests, and abuses and 
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humiliates the Mexican people. 
They also place the Mexican 
government іп а situation 
where they do not stop the 
espionage activities of the yan- 
kee police, the F.B.I. and 
C.LA. within its territory. 
They make the Mexican 
government oversee an econo- 
mic situation that creates 
misery and hunger for their 
people due to the increasingly 
repressive character inherent 
in the State since itsappearance 
in history. 

Today the U.S. is pres- 
suring the Mexican govern- 
ment to extradite William 
Guillermo Morales. We аге 
struggling so that the Mexican 
government will not extradite 
him but instead honor their 
long tradition of not turning 
over political prisoners to 
the governments that persecute 
them and arrange his free exit 
to a friendly government that 
supports Puerto Rican inde- 
pendence. 

With the capture of 
William Guillermo Morales 
in Mexico, the Mexican peo- 
ple have inaugurated Latin 
American reciprocation for 
the lives that Puerto Rico has 
sacrificed in the Latin Ameri- 
can people's struggles for in- 
dependence- and liberty. With 
humility and immeasurable 
gratitude, I will mention the 
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names of a Mexican man and 
woman who were sacrificed by 
yankee insanity in Puebla, 
México. A revolutionary 


Mexican friend, Adelaido 
Dispando Contreras, died in 
combat defending William 


Guillermo Morales. Another 
Mexican revolutionary friend, 
Judith Virrio Angiano, was 
vilely assassinated (in her 
home). Antonio Pedro Ruiz, 
a young boy 16 years old was 
shot, hospitalized and dis- 
appeared by the F.B.I. and 
corrupt elements within the 
Mexican police. 

I ask every Puerto Rican 
present here today to accom- 
pany me in a minute of silence 
in honor of these fallen Mexi- 
can compañeros. 

It is our duty to inform 
this Committee that some of 
our friends in Mexico have 
been threatened with reprisals 
by this snake pit known as the 
U.S. Consulate in Ciudad 
Juarez. We assure our threat- 
ened comrades that Puerto 
Rican patriots are always link- 
ed to General Villa in Colum- 
bus, New Mexico. 

I will bring this Committee 
up to date on the arrest in 
Chicago of compañera Ale- 
jandrina Torres and her com- 
pañeros Edwin Cortes, Alberto 
Rodriguez and José Luis 
Rodriguez. Тһе four were 
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deprived of their liberty on 
the basis of suspicion and im- 
prisoned under such oppressive 
and vengeful conditions that 
it is a slap in the face of human 
respect. This is especially true 
in the case of Alejandrina 
Torres. Not only is she a 
woman, but she is a woman of 
the church, wife, and mother 
of two young girls. Her hus- 
band is the pastor of the 
First Congregational Church 
of Chicago. They lived on the 
third floor of the church 
building. Since her arrest, 
compañera Alejandrina has 
been held in ап all-male 
detention area, denied of all 
but the most minimal pri- 
vacy, Where will the yankee 
judicial terrorism’s atrocious 
fear of Puerto Rican patriot- 
ism lead to? Its most recent 
aggression in Puerto Rico was 
the subpoena of Carlos Noya 
Muratti, leader of the L.S.P., 
and Federico Cintrén Fiallo, 
CUCRE spokesperson, before 
a Brooklyn Federal Grand 
Jury. The U.S. government, 
in their sportive obsession, 
managed to score points in 
this case. In its long domina- 
tion of Puerto Rico, Spain 
never arrested patriots in 
Puerto Rico and then tried 
them in Madrid or any other 
city in the Metropolis. Noya 
and Cintrón were tried for 
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criminal contempt in Brooklyn 
Federal Court. The govern- 
ment, having failed to obtain a 
guilty verdict, will re-try this 
case on October 17. It goes 
without saying that neither of 
them denies the charge. Due 
to some absurd technicality 
within the yankee legal sys- 
tem, the sentencing is left to 
the judge's discretion. He can 
even sentence them to life 


imprisonment. Honorable 
delegates, this is judicial 
terrorism. 


Returning to the process 
initiated against compañera 
Alejandrina Torres and her 
compañeros, I will address a 
very important political ques- 
tion in this process. I will 
quote an article written by 
me and published on Au- 
gust 13,1983 in the presti- 
gious San Juan daily news- 
paper EL NUEVO DIA. The 
article is entitled THE IM— 
POSSIBLE CRIME and reads 
in part: Alejandrina Torres, 
Edwin Cortés, Alberto and 
José Rodriguez, all four Puer- 
to Rican, are charged, by the 
federal court in Chicago, of a 
crime that is impossible to 
commit. No Puerto Rican can 
be charged with the crime of 
seditious conspiracy. 

Puerto Ricans can not 
be seditious. When the South 
rose in arms against the fe- 
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deral government during the 
Civil War, they were sedi- 
tious. The citizens of Ver- 
mont, Pennsylvania or Massa- 
chusetts would be seditious if 
they took up insurrection in 
order to separate themselves 
from the federal state, in 
violation of the constitution 
which doesn’t recognize sece- 
ssion. 

Since the right to secede 
is not granted to any provinces 
of the federal state, called 
“states”, the uprisings of 1862 
were seditious, as would be 
those of Maine and Georgia 
if they were to take place 
today, 

But we Puerto Ricans 
can not be seditious; regard- 
less of how much we cons- 
pire, how much we do to 
free ourselves from yankee 
imperialism, because we are 
not part of the federal state. 
We are a separate country, 
a Latin American nation mili- 
tarily occupied by the United 
States. It is through this 
occupation that an ignomi- 
nious anti-historical, vicious 
condemnable and condemned 
colonization was imposed and 
continues to be imposed. This 
colonization is condemned to 
disappear. — "ls 

Women like Alejandrina 
Torres and men like Edwin 
Cortés, Alberto Rodriguez and 
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José Rodriguez will make it 
disappear, exercising their na- 
tural right to struggle for the 
independence of Puerto Rico 
with the means, regardless of 
how violent the F.B.I. makes 
them out to be, that their 
patriotism has given them 
to choose from. We further 
insist that the level of vio- 
lence used these four 
revolutionaries from Chicago, 
or any other Puerto Rican in 
Puerto Rico or the United 
States does not matter, be- 
cause we are not seditious. 
The right to use verbal persua- 
sion or violent persuasion 
in our struggle for indepen- 
dence, is ours, both in the 
occupied national territory 
as well as in enemy territory- 
the United States. This right 
will be used until the United 
States recognizes the indepen- 
dence of Puerto Rico and as 
long as there exists even 
one Puerto Rican with enough 
patriotic shame to knock on 
the door of the President of 
the United States with a 
gun in his hands; spray con- 
gress wth patriotic lead, dy- 
namite Fraunces Tavern, try 
to blow up the military 
bases in Chicago, ambush 
Sabana Seca, burn the planes 
at Base Muñiz, or I don't 
know, whatever else may occur 
to the patriotic Puerto Rican. 
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1 refer to this aspect 
of the accusation made against 
the Chicago compañeros in 
order to single out something 
that is of great importance 
to the L.S.P and the inde- 
pendence struggle in general. 
Т am referring to self-determi- 
nation. 1 will purposely not 
repeat those statements made 
in the past to this Committee. 
I will refer to a new aspect. 
The reason for Ше U.S. 
government's lack of under- 
standing concerning self-deter- 
mination as presented by the 
United Nations has as its roots 
the U.S. constitutional system 
itself. No state can grant the 
right to self-determination if 
its constitution prohibits se- 
ccession! Any resolution of 
the colonial case of Puerto 
Rico that does not entail the 
immedate and direct recogni- 
tion of the independence of 
Puerto Rico by the U.S. 
government will stumble 
against an indestructible wall, 
which is that any people 
that consent to enter the 
federal state or are forced 
into it are prohibited from 
seceding. This line of consti- 
tutional thinking makes us 
highly suspicious that апу 
exclusively judicial process 
can lead us to independence. 
The mental illness from which 
the U.S. suffers is proven 
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right now by the manner 
in which it treats the situa- 
tions of internationally recog- 
nized sovereign nations such as 
Nicaragua and El Salvador 
that are experiencing a process 
of internal self-determination. 
This problem is aggravated by 
the fact that we can not wait 
until the conduct of this coun- 
try's great popular masses im- 
pose a rectification on their 
government. They аге dis- 
oriented, manipulated and can 
barely think. They give the 
impression of being nomads 
that run from one place to 
another, moved by anxiety, 
avarice and sheer lunacy. 
They would deserve to be 
pitied, were it not for the 
fact that at any moment, 
they could side with their 
government and create chaos 
in the world. We consider a 
peaceful solution to the 
colonial case of Puerto Rico 
to be impossible for these 
reasons. We will gain our 
independence through our 
own armed efforts in this 
current situation or in a world- 
wide upheaval where the so- 
called First World (there must 
be one since there is а Third 
World) is destroyed and the 
Third World saved albeit slight- 
ly damaged. 

This does not mean that 
this Committee or the Or- 
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ganization of United Nations 
is worthless; with your think- 
ing in order and your moral 
authority you can add to 
our natural right to indepen- 
dence. Your resolutions can 
enrich the right to our na- 
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tional sovereignty recognized 
by the Charter of Autono- 
my of 1897, violated by 
the yankee invasion, and para- 
lyzed by international compli- 
city. 

Thank you. 
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STATEMENT BY THE 
ADJUNTAS ACADEMY OF 


ART AND 


Good Day Mr. President, 
Delegates: 

The Taller de Arte y Cul- 
tura, which I am representing 
this morning, appears for the 
second successive year before 
this committee. I am also here 
in representation of a great 
number of residents of the 
central region of Puerto Rico. 

The main emphasis of this 
presentation will be on the 
imposition of a new model of 
economic development for 
Puerto Rico, which is already 
being implemented on our Is- 
land in a veiled and deceptive 
form, This plan is also funda- 
mentally aimed at the exploi- 
tation of our non-renewable 
natural resources (minerals, 
strategic metals and hydrocar- 
bons) and the agricultural ex- 
ploitation of the fertile coastal 
plains by foreign companies. 

At the end of the 1950s, 
intensive exploration in 
Puerto Rico in a scieritific and 
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sophisticated way. Nearly the 
entire island was explored. 
The result: the North Ameri- 
can companies of Amax and 
Kennecott found 17 deposits 
containing gold, silver, copper, 
molybdenum and zinc in ссо- 
nomically exploitable quanti- 
ties in the central region. The 
U.S. Bureau of Mines explored 
the western region of the island 
and found 7 potential deposits 
of nickel, chromium .and co- 
balt. Nickel, chromium and 
cobalt are strategic minerals. 
They determined that 40 per- 
cent of all the reserves of 
nickel in territories controlled 
by the U.S. are in Puerto Rico. 
Moreover, Western Geophysi- 
cal found 3 prospective reserves 
in the northern part of Puerto 
Rico, and Basic Minerals, a 
North American company 
headquartered in Florida, re- 
quested permission to mine 
strategic minerals discovered 
by them in the east of the Is- 
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land--specifically in the town 
of Maunabo. 1 am submitting 
to this honorable committee a 
document in which they re- 
quest mineral exploitation 
rights for these strategic 
metals from the Puerto Rican 
government. As regards mine- 
rals, we Puerto Ricans have al- 
ways heard the constant colo- 
nizing refrain that Puerto Rico 
is a poor country, without 
natural resources, even though 
its riches have been known 
since the 1940s. But they can 
no longer conceal how rich 
Puerto Rico is. 

As you know, Puerto Rico 
is suffering a profound econo- 
mic, political and social crisis. 
Economic instability with an 
enormous public and private 
debt, agriculture in ruins, a 
high level of social deteriora- 
tion (drugs, prostitution, sui- 
cide, etc.) , with a tremen- 
dously high percentage of un- 
employment altogether repre- 
sented and still represent a 
threat to the political stability 
of Puerto Rico. In addition, 
the crisis of capitalism in the 
U.S. requires an economy on 
the island that can guarantee 
that Puerto Rico be open to 
foreign interests, as Puerto Ri- 
co has been since 1898 (sugar 
refining, articles manufactured 
by light industry and refining 
of chemical and petrochemical 
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materials for export). 

In the face of this situation, 
the rich local deposits of 
minerals and hydrocarbons for 
raw materials have been consi- 
dered for exploitation as a 
means to alleviate ‘the crisis. 

Тһе design and planning 
for a new economic model be- 
gan in the year 1970; it inclu- 
ded the entire island in an 
integrated plan. The design 
took into account all the sali- 
ent aspects of the use of lands 
and coastline, water and 
mineral resources in the func- 
tion of any future exploitation 
tied to them. 

All the departments of the 
U.S. government coordinated 
their responsibilities and had 
an important part in the 
planning for Puerto Rico for 
the years 1985 to 2020, Their 
responsibilities rested largely 
on technical investigation for 
the development of natural re- 
sources and financial assistance 
through a program of loans 
and aid to implement the pro- 
ject. Some of the U.S. govern- 
ment agencies were the 
Department of the Interior, 
Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, Depart- 
ment of Energy, Department 
of Defense, Department of 
Commerce, Department of Ag- 
riculture and Department of 
Transportation. 
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The result is a new 
economic model for the island, 
which plans for full implemen- 
tation by the year 2020 and 
which we know as the 2020 
Plan. 

This 2020 Рап is illustrated 
on an official map with all the 
objectives and public policies 
indicated in an integrated and 
condensed form. We present 
this official map made by the 
Puerto Rican government as 
evidence, It shows the econo- 
mic planning for the island be- 
tween 1985 and 2020 and in- 
dicates land use for that 
period. It was financed by the 
U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. It 
also plans for areas of urban 
growth, industrial and agricul- 
tural development, infrastruc- 
ture and natural resources. 

For example, under indus- 
trial development, it calls for 
the construction of eleven (11) 
industrial parks (the circles on 
the map) in strategic locations 
for the establishment of heavy 
industry in metals, petroche- 
micals, chemicals and electro- 
nics. 

For agricultural develop- 
ment, it sets aside land with 
agricultural potential that will 
not conflict with the exploi- 
tation of mineral resources. 
These are located largely in 
the fertile coastal plains. The 
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central region from Jayuya to 
Maricao is rich in minerals, 
and it is not reserved for agri- 
culture, and there is no agri- 
cultural plan for this arca. 

The 2020 Plan also requires 
a supporting logistical infra- 
structure. To this end, the 
map shows the construction of 
highways, electrical plants, in- 
dustrial ports, regional treat- 
ment plants, etc. 

In regard to natural re- 
sources (the black area on the 
map), the government utilized 
the results of the scientific ex- 
ploration and froze 37,000 
acres of land for mining of 
copper, gold, silver, nickel, 
chromium and cobalt in thc 
central and eastern regions of 
Puerto Rico. 

Moreover, they set aside 
and protected more than 26 
percent of the fertile land for 
military and other uses of 
agencies of the U.S. (М/с сап 
See these illustrated by arcas 
shaded in green on the map.) 

Ladies and gentlemen, this 
2020 Plan and the mineral ex- 
ploitation of Puerto Rico is 
not a threat to the future of 
Puerto Rico-it is aggression 
already underway. In separate 
and deceptive steps the billion- 
dollar investment in the infra- 
structure to support the Plan 
has begun. What follows is 
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evidence, a series of develop- 
ments that demonstrate that 
this is so: 

1. In June of 1983, the 
Environmental Protection 
Agency of the U.S. approved a 
loan of $125 million for the 
construction of 5 regional wa- 
ter treatment plants in Agua- 
dilla, Arecibo, Mayaguez, Ca- 
rolina, Hatillo. This infra- 
structural element is shown on 
the Master Plan for Land Use 
1985-2020, which we showed 
you earlier. 

2. The eviction of 250 families 
from the community of Villa 
Sin Miedo was due in part to 
the fact that the Master Plan 
for Land Use marked that spot 
as asite for future development 
as a Regional Industrial Park. 
3. The Joint House Resolu- 
tion 1288 and the Joint Reso- 
lution of the Senate of Puerto 
Rico 1983 assigned $15 million 
for the construction of indus- 
trial buildings and the acquisi- 
tion of land for the establish- 
ment of Regional Industrial 
Parks. 

4. Тһе government of Puerto 
Rico is holding discussions 
with the U.S. Department of 
Defense in order to establish 
on the island certain industries 
that would produce material 
for military defense. They are 
negotiating with 100 high- 
technology industries. 


5. Based on area planning for 
industrial development, more 
pharmaceutical plants are be- 
ing established іп Puerto 
Rico. In May of 1983, a 
contract was signed by Amer- 
ican Home Products, one of 
the largest pharmaceutical 
firms of the U.S., for the 
establishment of a plant in 
Guayama. Presently, more 
than 100 pharmaceutical and 
electronic firms іп our coun- 
try have contracts with the 
U.S. Department of Defense. 
6. Іп April of 1983, the 
government of Puerto Rico 
approved a document that 
fixed the public policy for the 
siting of toxic and dangerous 
waste dumps. Ат present, 
they are planning to establish 
a dump in the city of Ponce, 
against the wishes of the local 
citizens. 

7. Planting in the coastal plains 
of our country and agricul- 
tural planning for the island 
by foreign, Israeli corporations 
is consistent with the Master 
Plan for Land Use. 

8. Under the public policy for 
land use in areas where flood- 
ing occurs, the relocation of 
1,400 families is planned for 
the communities of Vistas de 
Rio Grande, Villa Caridad, 
Vistas del Rio, Villa Justicia, 
Villa Esperanza 1 and II in the 
city of Carolina, The study 
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was carried out by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

9. On March 31, 1983, the 
Planning Board approved a 
Zoning Regulation for the 
Coastal Zone. This establishes 
Mining Districts on the coasts 
to facilitate the mining of 
minerals and petroleim. The 
Regulation is developed from 
the Management Plan for the 
coasts that was begun in the 
1970s, and it freezes land use 
in the mining districts. 

10. The Planning Board is de- 
nying permission to land- 
owners to subdivide and build 
on the 37,000 acres of land 
that were frozen for mineral 
exploitation under Public Pol. 
No. 17.04 of the Land Use 
Plan, which puts forward the 
incompatibility of such activi- 
ties in areas planned for mining. 
11. The last bulletin of the 
U.S. Bureau of Mines (1982) 
lists recommendations апа 
conclusions regarding the ini- 
tiation of copper mining. It 
recommends a larger Foundry/ 
Refinery complex to serve a 
large-scale mining operation in 
Puerto Rico and to process 
minerals from other countries. 
(Arrangements аге already 
being made with Chile.) 

12. Accelerated construction 
of the superhighway from 
Arecibo to the Mining Zone is 
tied to the infrastructure 
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planned since 1974 in the Mas- 
ter Plan for Land Use 1985- 
2020. 

13. The Preliminary Study for 
Water Supplies for Puerto Ri- 
co - 1980 indicates the exploi- 
tation of copper, nickel and 
petroleum and the planning of 
the coastal plains of our coun- 
try. It corresponds to the pro- 
posal in the Master Plan for 
Land Use 1985 - 2020. To 
deal with this economic model 
and the definitive destruction 
of water supplies, the Study 
recommends a_ billion-dollar 
infrastructure of dams, tunnels 
and a pipeline to transmit wa- 
ter around the island, passing 
through the major centers of 
consumption (11 industrial 
parks). The plan is being im- 
plemented by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers with the 
construction of two dams in 
Barrio Maraguez and Barrio Ti- 
bes in Ponce. More than 400 
families are being evicted. 

14. A program for reforesta- 
tion, initially of 100,000 acres 
in the territory of Jayuya, Ad- 
juntas, Utuado, Lares, San Se- 
bastián and Maricao is being 
submitted by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. This is in 
the area where the copper de- 
posits are to be found; it will 
eliminate the traditional agri- 
culture of that area. 

15. The budget for the fiscal 
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year 1983-1984 for the Corpo- 
ration for the Development of 
Mineral Resources (CODRE- 
MI) requests an increase of 
283 percent over the previous 
year, to carry out the follow- 
ing:a. Preparation of an Envi- 
ronmental Impact Report for 
the mining of соррег- 
$100,000. 

b. Contract with Manuel 
Dubón to negotiate with 
Amax and Kennecott for cop- 
per mining-$100,000. 

c. Contracts with the U.S. 
Geological Survey to investi- 
gate water resources in the 
area of the copper deposits- 
$30,000; and to investigate 
possible mineral resources on 
the ocean floor around the is- 
land and in its jurisdiction 
-- $40,000.00. 

d. Continuing contract 
with the U.S. Bureau of Mines 
to assess the necessary clements 
for copper and nickel mining 
-$40,000. 

c. Contract to investigate 
possible mineral-rich areas- 
$65,000. 

f. Completion of the 
document for regulation of ex- 
ploitation, leasing and produc- 
tion of petroleum and gas. 

g. Eight to ten final land 
wells for oil at a cost of $8 to 
$10 million. 

h. Determination of the 
viability of exploring exisiting 





gold deposits on the island. 
16. Through the Department 
of Commerce, the U.S. govern- 
ment is carrying out a manage- 
ment program for the coastal 
area in Puerto Rico. This plan 
will determine all the uses of 
coastal waters, underwater 
lands, the terrestrial maritime 
area and areas of natural re- 
serves. The U.S. Geological 
Survey and the Bureau of 
Land Management had a large 
role in the preparation of the 
management plan for the 
coastal area. Тһе Bureau of 
Land Management is the 
federal agency responsible for 
the management of scabed 
mineral resources on the Con- 
tinental Shelf. 

Since 1898, thc economic 
models implemented in Puerto 
Rico have been based on the 
needs and decisions of the 
U.S.governmentand itsruling 
class, not on the needs and in- 
terests of the Puerto Ricans. 
But this time, this. new model 
goes too far. With the Man- 
agement Program for the 
Coastal Zone of Puerto Rico 
being carried out by the U.S., 
they will limit the right of 
the Puerto Ricans in ques- 
tions of exploration and ex- 
ploitation of our mineral and 
petroleum resources, as well as 
other living and non-living re- 
sources in the soil and marine 
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subsoil. 

In addition, these plans 
call for the beginning of min- 
ing for minerals, strategic 
minerals and hydrocarbons on 
a large scale. 

The 2020 Plan would 
transform Puerto Rico into a 
military/industrial. complex. 
It would create a total social 
dislocation. Тһе population 
would be distributed around 
the 11 planned industrial 
parks and the Puerto Ricans 
would be mere accessories to 
the function of an economy 
run by the U.S. in the Carib- 
bean, Central and South 
America. Іп the interior of 
the island, a greatly-reduced 
number of workers would live 
tied to the large-scale exploiat- 
tion of minerals. The leftover 
population not needed for this 
economic activity would be 
pushed out of Puerto Rico 
since the ecological destruction 
would leave vast areas uninha- 
bitable. 

This 2020 Plan is not a 
threat in the future, it is aggre- 
ssion in process. In separate 
and deceptive steps, the billion- 
dollar. investment in the logis- 
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tical infrastructure of high- 
ways, dams, ports, etc. to sup- 
port the Plan has already be- 
gun. 

Ladies and gentlemen, in 
Puerto Rico we live in a state 
of war. А daily aggression 
that affects all aspects of life 
for a people who are now 
threatened with destruction 
on the one hand; on the other, 
patriotic resistance іп all 
spheres that protects us. 

If we permit the imple- 
mentation of the 2020 Plan 
and large-scale mining, the is- 
land would be converted into 
a military/industrial wasteland 
unfit for a people to live to- 
gether. The destruction of our 
national territory and the 
social disintegration of the 
Puerto Ricans themselves is an 
attempt to resolve the problem 
of the status of Puerto Rico. 
If this were to occur, the ac- 
tion of this Committee would 
be useless. Therefore, we urge 
you to exercise your good 
offices in relation to the des- 
tiny of our homeland. History 
and humanity would absolve 
you all. 

Thank you. 
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TESTIMONIO PARA LUCY RODRIGUEZ, 


PRISIONERA DE GUERRA 
por Juán Antonio Corretjer 
Imagen del dolor, la valentía, Pero en Jayuya, donde está La Escrita, 


Lucy querida, siempre tú en presente, 
constante luz, fulgor del mediodía 
en la noche tenaz omnipresente, 


Con resplandor de lirio y azucena 
se há visto en ti arder el alabastro: 
sobre la vida en llamas la serena 
majestad de tu rostro, como un astro. 


Te diré, Lucy, cuando hacia tí vuela 
metafóricamente el pensamiento, 
tengo un amigo artista que devela 
en mi imaginación tu monumento. 


Un marmol bello, como de Carrara, 
dá su inocencia al suelo lloreniano. 
Un designio poético depara 

su blancura a la talla de su mano. 


De Barranquitas la encumbrada tierra 
tu plinto lleva en sí su negro marmol, 
brava columna sobre la que aferra 

tu pasión de firmeza, como un arbol. 


quedó una pierdra en la que al numen gana, 
le cohibió el petroglifo, la maldita 


furia de la estocada castellana, 


La mano india por allí reposa 

junto con la piedra que quedó en la espera. 
La desencanta, resucita, Hermosa, 

la visión de tu heróica primavera. 


Al crisol de los siglos se depura 

la original versión nunca grabada, 

La piedra se transforma en escultura. 
Y la estatua eres tú, pero animada. 


Hiératica, silente, profetisa, 
sacrificial, al patrio amor sujeta, 
сп ofrenda a tus pies, sacerdotista, 
el humo de una ardiente metralleta. 














